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HIRCA 32 Eeatures

= HJRECA 32 addresses two key: questions about
redistricting,.

» \Who draws the map?
= Open source competition

» \What are the criteria?
= Predefined scoking system




Open Source

» liechnology: allowsimany: greupsttherability,
to draw’ maps.

=/ [[arge We) Servers
5 Common database aGCesS
= Shared mapping software

» Competition between groups drawingl maps
Canl produce; a better outcome.




Specific Criteria

» [he amendment SPECIfiES Criteria.
= Compact, contigueus
s Substantially equallin pepulation
= Refilect minority. voting strengths
= Promote competition
= Consider: political boundaries

» IHIRCA 32 requires a statutery scoring
system.




Ohior Redistricting Competition

» Open redistiicting was tested in Ohio:
= Hosted by Ohior Sec. of State Brunner
s Secure server at state university
s Common teels and database
= Online tutorial
sl Open to the public

» Competition ran fromiApsil 10 teMay: 11.




Ohio Criteria

» Maps were judged on' four Chiteria.
s Compactness
= County/ firagments
sl COMPpPETLItiVENESS
= Partisan balance

» SCOfing CGriteria were supplied infadvance.
sl Computer tool fior checking SCoKES




Rerun 2000

» [he competition goal
Was! to redraw! 18I Ohie
congressional districts.

= Redo 2001 redistricting
= 2000 Census data
s 2000 presidentialivote

» All competition
SUDMISSIGNS! IMpProved
On the actual map:

A%, JENNIFER BRUNNER
= -2‘3}&'-%'— #l OHIO SECRETARY OF STATE

X D\a“;' Ohio Congressional Districts

Median compactness: 0.018

Competitiveness: +2




COMPactness

» Compare the area to
perimeter for a district.

» Mathematically,
calculate the area
divided by’ perimeter
squared.

= Circleis 0.079
= S@uare 1s10:065

= Jypicall districts are

0.010 te 0.050 0.048 020

Median compactness: 0.029




COompEtItVENESS

» Measure the diffierence
IR tWO-palty Vote in a
district.

» [lhe score Is based on
percent: difference.
= (0 te 5% score +2
= 5% to 10% sconel +1
= 10% to 15% score 0
5. Qver 15%) score -1

Competitiveness: +14




Geography: Alene

User 999 Plan

Median compactness: 0.037
Competitiveness: +3

» One map Was
developed using only.
pepulation and
geographic data.

= No political data
= Not very competitive

» Competitiveness must
be anl explicit criteria
te be efifiective.




HIRCA 32 Implementation

» House and Senate districts are denested.
= mproves ability, to: meet criteria

» [ihe three best maps for each chamber are Sent
[Or consideration.

» Each chamber actsiseparately en’ maps.
= Requires 3/5 vote

= Besti 3 maps sent to) respective chiamnbers




Commission Roles

» A lLegislative; Redistricting Commission IS
USed to' OVErSEE the competition.

5| 2 PEFSONS! iEpresenting each caucus

» Commission Roles:
s Qversee competition setup: and' execution

= Prascreeni submissions for compliance with' state
and federal law

= Prevent spamming by identical maps




Redistricting meline

» HIRCEA sets a timeline.
= Consistent with Census data release
s Constrained by, current primary schedule

March 1, 2011 Senate and House leaders appoint: members to the Legislative Redistricting
Commission, ({LRC).

March 31, 2011; Census Bureau:provides redistricting data to the states.
Aptil 7, 2011 IRC provides census data and tools tothe public.
May. 7, 2011: Last day.for the public to submit redistricting maps to .the LRC.

May. 22, 2011 LRG completes scoring of:maps and: provides top three maps|to redistrict.each
chamber: to the respective chamber.

June 30, 2011 Last day.for legislative house to adopt alredistricting resolution from; top/ LRE plansiby,
375/majofity: Secretary/of; State certifies redistrictingimap, using top:map from the' [RE ifino
resolution is;adopted.




