April 20, 2023

TO THE COMMISSION ON REDISTRICTING MEMBERS:

There will be a Special Meeting of the City of Bridgeport’s Commission on
Redistricting to be held on Monday evening, April 24, 2023 at 5:00 p.m. This meeting will be
conducted by Zoom/Teleconference. The public may listen into this meeting by calling the
following conference line and then entering the conference code:

Dial-in Number#: (929) 436-2866
Meeting ID#: 1844326

If you are unable to dial in, please contact Member Jeanette Herron at (203) 395-4960.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

AGENDA

Introduction of Commission Members.

Election of Co-chairpersons.

Adoption of Robert’s Rules of Order.

Introduction of Commission Support Staff

a. City Attorney Office assigned staff.

b. Redistricting Consultant Kimball “Kim” Brace of Election Data Services.

City Attorney presentation concerning City Charter Chapter 5, 8§82
Reapportionment Procedure and Districting and the role of the Redistricting
Commission in view of Resolution No. 32-22 adopted on or about March 6, 2023.
Briefing / Orientation by Redistricting Consultant Kim Brace.

Adoption of the Commission’s Meeting Schedule.

Such other organizational matters as may be reasonable and appropriate.

Very truly yours,

Frances Ortiz
Assistant City Clerk



Commission on Redistricting
Meeting Notice

April 20, 2023
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FO: aw

Cc:  Mayor Joseph P. Ganim
J. Hawkins, CAO
J. Gomes, Assistant CAO
D. Shamas, Chief of Staff
T. Gaudett, Deputy Chief of Staff
M. Anastasi, City Attorney
J. Bohannon, Deputy City Attorney
K. Brace, Election Data Services, Inc.



** Please note: corrected to fix scrivener’s error on Meeting ID from “Meeting ID# 1844326”

to read “Meeting ID# 984 964 381**

April 21, 2023

TO THE COMMISSION ON REDISTRICTING MEMBERS:

There will be a Special Meeting of the City of Bridgeport’s Commission on
Redistricting to be held on Monday evening, April 24, 2023 at 5:00 p.m. This meeting will be
conducted by Zoom/Teleconference. The public may listen into this meeting by calling the
following conference line and then entering the conference code:

Dial-in Number#: (929) 436-2866
**Meeting ID#: 984964381

If you are unable to dial in, please contact Member Jeanette Herron at (203) 395-4960.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

AGENDA

Introduction of Commission Members.

Election of Co-chairpersons.

Adoption of Robert’s Rules of Order.

Introduction of Commission Support Staff

a. City Attorney Office assigned staff.

b. Redistricting Consultant Kimball “Kim” Brace of Election Data Services.

City Attorney presentation concerning City Charter Chapter 5, 82
Reapportionment Procedure and Districting and the role of the Redistricting
Commission in view of Resolution No. 32-22 adopted on or about March 6, 2023.
Briefing / Orientation by Redistricting Consultant Kim Brace.

Adoption of the Commission’s Meeting Schedule.

Such other organizational matters as may be reasonable and appropriate.

Very truly yours,

Frances Ortiz
Assistant City Clerk



Commission on Redistricting
Meeting Notice

April 21, 2023
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Cc:  Mayor Joseph P. Ganim
J. Hawkins, CAO
J. Gomes, Assistant CAO
D. Shamas, Chief of Staff
T. Gaudett, Deputy Chief of Staff
M. Anastasi, City Attorney
J. Bohannon, Deputy City Attorney
K. Brace, Election Data Services, Inc.



Ortiz, Frances

"""
From:

——————
Anastasi, Mark T
Sent: Sunday, April 23, 2023 4:39 PM
To: Herron, Jeanette; Mack, Tyler; Roman-Christy, Rosalina; Minutolo, Anthony G
mike4bpt@gmail.com; marcpdelmonico@gmail.com; Ortiz, Frances
Cc:

Jonathan J. Klein, Esq.; Martinez, Lydia; Pereira, Maria; kbrace@electiondataservices.com;
Kim Brace; Bohannon, John; Levin, Bruce; Maye, James; Nieves, Aidee; Gaudett, Thomas
FW:

BraceBridgeportOrientation.pptx

Subject:
Attachments:

Redistricting Commissioners:

FYI —attached for your reference is a PP prepared by Redistricting Consultant Kim Brace of Election Data Services, which
he expects to utilize during his presentation at tomorrow evening’s 5:00 PM Commission meeting.

| will follow this with a subsequent email with an attachment containing approx. 4-pages of Census Data that Mr. Brace
intends to also display and reference during his presentation on April 24™.

From: Bohannon, John <John.Bohannon@bridgeportct.gov>
Sent: Sunday, April 23, 2023 3:52 PM

To: Anastasi, Mark T <Mark.Anastasi@Bridgeportct.gov>
Subject:
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dgeport, CT
strictng 2023

Election Data Services, Inc.
Bridgeport Redistricling Comm. - April 23, 2023

By Kimball Brace



2020 Census Background

2010 Census Questions on Hispanic Origin and Race

=) NOTE: Please answer BOTH Question § about Hispanic origin and
5.

. What is this person’s race? Mark X one or more boxes.

Question 6 about race. For this census, Hispanic otigins are not races,
Is this person of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin?

Z1 No, not of Hispanic, Latine, or Spanish origin

7 Yes, Mexican, Mexican Am., Chicano

71 Yes, Puerto Rican

w, Yes, Cuban

i1 Yes, ancther Hispanic, Latirio, or Spanish origin — Pt orign, Eps%a
Amentinoan, Golombier, Domirican, Nicaraguan, Salvadoean, Spaniard, and soon. 7

. i
¢ !

1 White
i Black, African Am., or Negro
L} Amernican Indian or Alaska Native — Prinf neme of envalled o prnaped bibe, g

17 Asian tndian ] Japanese ] Native Hawalian

i Chinese i} Korean i} Guamanian or Chamorro

1 Filipino i Vietnamese ! Samoan

! Othar Asian — Print race, for I} other Pacitic Isiandar — Print
example. Hmong, Lackian, Thal, race, for example, Fiian, Tongan,
Pakistani, Cambodian, and so on. 7 andsoon.

,m

[} Some other race — Prini race. i

Source: 2010 Census

ﬁcgma States”

ensus

am—— Surey



2020 Census Questions on Hispanic Origin

What is this parson's rece?
Mark X one or more boxes AND print origis.

| is person Ispanic or ? L.: WNhie - Prind, for , Gorman, Iish, Engieh,
| Is this pe of Hispanic, Latino, or Spenish origin Wi - Pr i.n.” nphen, iakar,
i Neo, not of Hispanic. Latno, or Spanish origin T —— ’
. Yes, Mexican, Mexican Am., Chicano
s Lo ENACK or Atican Am. -~ Prind, for axample, Alican Ameican,
L. Yes, Puero Rican Jomaican, Hakian, Mgarian, Etfiopien, Somad, sic.
.. Yes, Cuban N
. Yes, another Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin — Prind, for g&:ﬂsﬁz&sz&s giia%aﬁh
oxampie, Saivadoran, Dominican, Colorniian, Guatamalan, Princiont bs(s). Ior example. Navajo Nation, Blackieo! Trbe,
Mayan, Azic, Nxiive VIlage of Barow inupial Tredsonal
mb%ﬁ Ecuadorian, eic. g Govemment, Nome Eskimo Communty, ¢k 5
Filiping 5 Korean Samoan
Asian incian | Japaniess Charmono
B B
Hmong, ek, 5 ' Mtiltﬂm!la

[ Some oher (808 ~ Print HicR 0F NN,

ncheck m@%@o@

Since ncoo




Bridgeport data by racial calculation methods xlsx

2020
American Indian Hawaiian Som Two o
Total Population White | Black | & Alaskan | Asian| & Pacific| >°™M° " | Total |Hispanic| Total
Native Islander other race | more races
1 IRace Alone 22.67%] 35.07% 0.94%] 2.79% 0.08% 24.56% 13.88%] 100.00%
1a |Non-Hispanic Race Alone 16.42%)] 32.75% 0.15%] 2.71% 0.02% 1.98% 3.69% 42.28%] 100.00%
2 |Race Combined (Max) 34.01%} 38.59% 2.08%] 3.36% 0.26% 36.35% 114.66%
2a_|Non-Hispanic Race Combined (Max) | 19.12%] 34.57% 0.68%] 3.14% 0.11% 4.03% 42.28%] 103.93%
3 JRace Combined (OMB) _ 22.67%} 37.16% 1.51%]3.01% 0.23% 26.66% 91.23%
3a |Non-Hispanic Race Combined (OMB) | 16.42%] 33.65% 0.42%] 2.87% 0.08% 2.58% 42.28%} 98.30%
American Indian Hawaiian Some Two or
Voting Age Population White | Black & uwww_wms Asian .w.m “HMMM other race | more races Total |Hispanic] Total
4 |Race Alone _ 25.10%| 34.56% 0.89%]| 2.90% 0.08% 23.08% 13.38%] 100.00%
4a |Non-Hispanic Race Alone 19.33%] 32.86% 0.15%] 2.85% 0.02% 1.86% 3.55% 38.35%] 100.00%
5 |Race Combined (Max) 36.18%] 37.52% 2.00%] 3.38% 0.26% 34.69% 114.03%
5a |Non-Hispanic Race Combined (Max) | 21.91%] 34.48% 0.70%] 3.23% 0.11% 3.96% 39.35%] 103.75%
6_|Race Combined (OMB) 25.10%] 36.44% 1.44%] 3.08% 0.23% 24.97% 91.26%
6a |Non-Hispanic Race Combined (OMB) | 19.33%] 33.77% 0.42%] 2.98% 0.09% 246% 39.35%] 98.40%




Bridgeport_Wards_2020.xlsx

DevSum
Bridgeport Wards with 2020 Census Data
_ _
Number of Members 10
Ideal District Size (Target) 14,865
Acceptable Deviation 10.0%
Overall Deviation Window 1,487
One-sided Deviation Window 743
High Range (Raw Numbers) 15,609
High Range (Percentages) 5.0%
Low Range (Raw Numbers) 14122
Low Range (Percentages) -5.0%
Guide
Total Population, also shown as PopTot or
Citywide Population 148,654 Pop =|TAPersons in tables
VAP =|Voting Age Population, also VAPTot
' WH =|White
Analysis based on preliminary district definitions in Census Bureau files. BlL=|Black, or African American
District boundaries have not been verified. AS=|Asian
NA, or Al=|Native American or American Indian
Pl=|Pacific Istander
_ Tables OT=|Some Other Race
Total Population 1,2,&3 Hisp=|Hispanic
Voting Age Population 458&8 NH=|Non-Hispanic
XX= [More than one Race

Race Alone 18&4 P=|Percentage

Combo 285 A=|Race Alone

OMB Interpetation 3&6 C={Combo

T W=|OMB irterpetation
No Hispanic category Single digit tables
Hispanic categon "A" tables
Election Data Services, Inc. Confidential 3/31/2022 Page 1 of 14




otal Population Target

13,986 14,865 (879)| -5.9%
_15,038| 14,865] 173 1.2%
397 | 2.7%
o 369 | 25%
: 508 | 4.0%
15 Nmm_ Emmm_ 390 | 2.6%
14669 14, (196)] 1.3%
| 13me9| 148es[ (@o5)] b7%
15533 14,865 668 | 4.5%
14,345 (520)| -3.5%

148,654
1,664 | 112%
668 | 4.5%
©96)|  -6.7%

Bridgeport_Wards_2020.xlsx
Deviations



Bridgeport - Growth in City Ward Total Population (2010 to 2020 Census)

Raw Growth Percent Growth

Exact Growth shown in label Exact Growth shown in label

Raw Change Percent Change
Bl -286-0 / N -2 - 0%
[ J1-500 {777 0.01% - 5%
N 501 - 1000 R 5.01% - 8.7%
R 1001 - 1196




Bridgeport - City Ward Deviation from Ideal Pop of 14,865

Raw Deviation

Exact Deviations shown in label

Raw Deviation
I -995 to -600
SR -599 to -300
E3 -299t00
T 1to300
M 201 to 600
I 501 to 658

Percent Deviation
W -5.7% - 5%
B -4.9% - -1%
[ -09%-0%
] 01% - 1%
M 1.1% - 4.49%

Percent Deviation

Exact Deviations shown in label

 Flection

=

Data Service:




Bridgeport, CT Demographics
Majority Race Percentages by Census Block / Ward (2020 Redistricting Data)

Predaminantly NH White < 40% Predominantly NH Black < 409 Predominantly Hispanic < 40% Predorminantly NiH Astan < 4%
Predominantly NH White 40 - 49.9% - Predominanty NH Black 40 - 49.9% . .- predominantly Hispanic 40 - 49.9% Predorminantly NH Asian 40 - 49.9%
Majority NH White 50 - 74.9%

g %z&aﬁz:mﬁ;g-?? .zanﬁxﬂgxmc,ﬁb# Majortty NH Asian 50 - 74.9%
Wt

Mafority HH White 75 - 100% Eﬁgzxga‘”i& .ggqm-ﬁi Ezmgz‘ﬁsd.:‘?

T,
Election @W Data mm..snmmh : £ = : =
Sl




Bridgeport_Wards_2020.xlsx

1-PopRaceAlone

_ POPOT A 1}

FRoiin A POPBL_A BRI & 60 POPXX | ,

100.00% 2,618 18.72% 5333  38.13% 0.11% 3373] 24.12% 1,874 1340% 11,368 81.28%

15,038 100.00% 3,127 20.79% 5194]  34.54% 0.22% 3300] 25.93% 1812 12.05% 11,911 79.21%
15.2621  100.00% 3,770 24.70% 4676  30.64% 0.12% 3873] 25.38% 2414 15.82% 11,492 75.30%
15,234  100.00% 6,956 45.66% 3158] 20.73% 0.03% 2,333 15.31% 2,132 14.00% 8,278 54,34%
15463  100.00% 2,671 17.27% 7197]  46.54% 0.10% 2,834  18.33% 2,273 14.70% 12,792 82.73%
15,2550 100.00% 2,595 17.01% 5030  32.97% 0.05% 4079  31.98% 2,219 14.56% 12,660 82.99%
14,669]  100.00% 1,770 12.07% 5244  35.75% 0.07% 4873] 33.22% 2474 16.87% 12,899 87.93%
13,862 100.00% 3,204 23.10% 5325]  38239% 0.08% 2,888]  20.82% 1,856 13.38% 10,665 76.90%
15,533  100.00% 1,814 11.68% 7402]  47.66% 0.05% a2z 27.12% 1,817 11.70% 13,719 86.32%
14,345]  100.00% 5,172 36.05% 3579] 24.85% 176 1.23% 296 2.06% 0.03% 3,348 23.34% 1,769 12.33% 9,173 63.95%
148,654]  100.00% 33,697 22.67%|  52,138] 3507% 1,398 0.94% 4,141 2.7% 127 0.09%|  36513]  24.56%| 20,640 13.88% 114,957 77.33%
0 0 [} 0 [} 0 0 0

a [ 0 0 0 [ 0 5

0 [} [ ] 0 0 [} 3

[ o 0 0 0 [i] 0 g

1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

[} 0 [i] [} [} 0 [i] 0

[} 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 1

1 2 0 ] [ 1] [} 0

0 [} 0 0 [} 0 0 [}

1 3 0 [} 0 [} 0 0

0 3 [ [} [} 2 ) 0

3 2 0 0 [ 3 [ 0

5 0 [} [} 0 2 10 0

] ] 10 10 10 [i] 0 0




Bridgaport_Wards_2020 xisx
1A-PopiHRaceAlone

n | POPNHNA_A B e POPNNXX SR A F
35.14% % 1.07% 6217]  4445% 452 325%
32.72% F3) 0.15% 766 509% 161% 8260 4163% 515 342%
79.16% 17 011% 368 341% 515% 5699]  3734% 93 592% )
1931% 28 0.18% 571 347% 331% A174] __2740% 856 56%| 9038 59.33%
44.14% 36 023% 338 217% T75% 5703 3660% 575 572% 13,743 8 65%
31.20% 18 0.10% 348 227% 283% 7448)  48.62% 659 432% 13,661 8555%
212% 24 0.16% 128 087% 0 95% 8806] _ 6003% 305 2 08% 14,114 56 2%
35 76% 15 011% 481 FAT% T15% 5664 4064% 412 297% 11694 B4.32%
44.58% 77 0.17% 145 0.93% 0.60% 7104 4573% 362 233% 14,687 a4 55%
2285% 7 005% 286 195% 0.91% 5778 4028% 437 205% 5917 69 13%
148664 100.00% 2440 16.42% 48 680 32.75% 2% 0.15% 4024 271% 105%| 62853  4208% 5.485) 369%| 174250 B328%
[ [ [ [} o]
[ [ [ [ [
i [ [i] [ [
[ i i [ 0
[ g [ 1 i
] 0 [ 0
i] il [
0, i) 0 2 0,
T 2 [ [ 4 @
2 i [ of 2 i
3 i} i i [} [
2 [ [ [ 1 0
1 i [ i o [
i 10 in ,m_ 0 10




Bridgeport_Wards_2020 xisx
2A-PophHRace_Combo

POPTOT e POPNHBL_C 1. POPNHAS T i i POPNHOT_C Bl L0 POPHISP a0kl

13,986]  10367% 13.29% 5193)  37.13% 0.91% 757 541% 0.26% 310 2.2%% 6217]  4445%
15088]  103.66% 17.66% 5,204 3461% 0.65% 843 561% 0.25% 488 3.95% 6260  4163% 62 32%)
15,262]  106.11% 24 52% 4,721 30.93% 0.50% 415 272% 0.03% 1,528 1001% 5698] 3734% 75.48%,
15234  10682% 4544% 3.176 20 B5% 0 65% 620 407% 0.09% 1,131 742% 4174]  2740% 312 54 56%
15453]  10391% 13 B2% 7,136 46 15% 067% 387 257% 0.03% 585 3 78% 5703]  3688% 326 B 16%
1556|  104.58% 13.39% 5,059 33.16% 0.668% 389 255% 0.09% 838 569% 7448]  48.82% 213 86.61%)
14,669]  102.24% 511% 4,939 33.67% 0.63% 176 1.20% 007% 217 148% 8606]  E0OS% 920 94 89%
138691 103.27% 17.78% 5231 37.72% 069% 529 381% 0.05% 323 2 33% 6664  4084% 11403 62.22%)
15533 102.65% 7.00% 7,228 46 53% 0.68% 175 1.13% 0 05% 200 1.42% 7104] 4573% 14,445 93 00%
14,345]  10325% 33 16% 3489 24.39% 0.75% 366 256% 0.08% 291 703% 5776]  40.98% 9,588 66.04%)
148,654 10393% 28421 1912% 51,388 34.57% 1,018 0.66% 4 667 314% 162 0.11% 5,991 4.03% 62853]  4228%| 120,233 60.66%

0 i 0 [} o i 0

[i o [ 0 [i [i] i

1 i 0 ) [} [ 0

1 ] 0] [} [ [i] 0

i [} [i ] ] [ 1

o] 1] a a o [} 1]

gl it £ [ [ g [

1 2 0 i 0 ] 2

[ [ ] [} o i 4

1 2 i 0 i 0 2

1 4 [i [i] [} i i

1 2 0 i 1 i 1

5 0 i ] fi] 1 [i]

2 0 10 10 10 9 0




ectiondataservices
KBrace@aol.com

www.elecltiondataservices.com

KBrace@e




Ortiz, Frances

From: Anastasi, Mark T

Sent: Sunday, April 23, 2023 4:44 PM

To: Herron, Jeanette; Mack, Tyler; Roman-Christy, Rosalina; Minutolo, Anthony G
mike4bpt@gmail.com; marcpdelmonico@gmail.com; Ortiz, Frances

Cc: Jonathan J. Klein, Esq.; Martinez, Lydia; Pereira, Maria; kbrace@electiondataservices.com;
Kim Brace; Bohannon, John; Levin, Bruce; Maye, James; Nieves, Aidee; Gaudett, Thomas

Subject: Fw:

Attachments: Census Data Analysis and Compilation.pdf

As promised in my prior email — attached is the census data from Election Consultant Kim Brace that he intends to
present & discuss at tomorrow’s Redistricting Commission meeting. Thanks.

From: Bohannon, John <John.Bohannon@bridgeportct.gov>
Sent: Sunday, April 23, 2023 3:53 PM

To: Anastasi, Mark T <Mark.Anastasi@Bridgeportct.gov>
Subject:

Get Qutlook for i0OS

i,

Mmoo o
T e
i [ T

e mes
. o ey
o = o5
oo e
o O
== =3 et St
EE "g}
20 o
Wy o




Census Data Analysis and Compilation

Census data is one of the major elements of any redistricting process and
forms the heart of what Election Data Services, Inc calls the “datacube.” With

regard to demographic Is this person of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin?
information and race, -

both the 2010 and 2020
Census asked each
individual two major

questions. | Yes, another Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin — Prinf, for
First, they asked exarmple, Satvadoran, Bomvnican, Cofomblan, Guatemalan,

whether the person was Seanare. Eémﬁ‘ ok 7
Hispanic or not (the
Census Bureau has not
considered Hispanic as Figure 1
being a race). The actual

e, not of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish ongin
Yoz, Meyican, Mexican Am., Chicano

Yag, Puerlo Rican

Yas, Cuban

- Hispanic question in the
questionnaire for 2020 appeared as
noted in Figure 1.

Second, they asked the
person’s race. This is show in Figure
2. This two-part question format has
been used since Hispanic origin was
first asked of every individual in
1980.

What is this person’s mce?
Mark B one or more boxes AND print origins,

. White ~ Priyt, for sxample, German, Jrish, English. Bnlisn,
Lebenege, Egypllan, ok, g

. Basker Aligan Am, - Print, Ior sxample, Altican American,
Jamsian, Haltlan, Nigedan, Efvopan, Somal sle,

. American ndsn or Alasias Native ~ Print name of enmfied or
priswipal bels), for examyde, Navaie Naton, Biackies! Tribe,

Since 1980 the Census Bureau
Mayan, Aztec, Native Vilage of Barow Inipial Traditional

o
ayan, Aziec. Nateo Vi il has taken the results of the ;gce =)
questlon and created counts:ﬁf ﬁ@ <
major racial groups along ¥ith az] 2
. rril
s | viemamess | Native Hawaian catch-all of “some other raﬁ? The =
. -y e - P
. Fiipino +-! Korasn Lo Samoan five major racial groups wez Z Ym
s i o e - “white”, “black or African= = 20
Oher Asian - L Other Pacilic tdandsr - ; H ’ E ) S -
B o T o, ! Bl American”, “American Amerjcan =
e Marshaliese, olt. ;-

Indian or Alaska Native”, “Aian”
(which combined the answers of
Asian American Indian, Chinese,
Filipino, Korean, Japanese,
Vietnamese, and Other Asian), and
. “Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander” (which combined the

[ Some other rece - Prinf nice or g,

Figure 2

Page 1 of 4



answers of Pacific Islander, Native Hawaiian, Guamanian or Chamorro, Samoan,
and Other Pacific Islander). Traditionally, these five major racial groups, along
with “some other race” would add to 100% or the total population reported by the
census. The 2020 Census allowed more space for individuals to write-in ancestry
as a way of clarifying their race, but the data on ancestry will not be released until
later in the decade, long after redistricting. However, the Bureau did incorporate
information from these boxes into part of their processing steps for the purposes of
generating counts for the PL files. This step probably contributed to the increased
growth of the multi-race categories and “some other race” categories in the PL file.

The results of just the race questions are shown in the tables that are
identified with just a number, such as Tables 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. In these tables
there is no consideration of answers to the Hispanic/non-Hispanic question,

The Census Bureau also asked individuals whether they were of Latino or
Hispanic origin. Because the Census Bureau and the federal government for each
of the last four censuses have concluded that “Hispanic Origin” is not a racial
category (anyone of any race can also be Hispanic), the Census Bureau provides
cross-tabulations in its PL. 94-171 data tables. Utilizing these cross-tabulations,
Election Data Services, Inc. has traditionally developed its datasets by showing
Hispanic Origin as if it were a race, and then removing Hispanics from the
individual racial data. As such, we report Non-Hispanic White, instead of White;
Non-Hispanic Black, instead of Blacks; Non-Hispanic Asian; instead of Asians;
and so-forth. When the racial data and Hispanic Origin are reported in this
manner, the groups add to 100 percent of the population. All tables that have an
“A” in their designation (such as 1A, 2A, etc.) are tables where Hispanics are taken
out of the race categories and treated as if Hispanics were a race itself.

Post census studies have shown that Hispanics have tended to divide their
racial designation mainly between “Some other race” and “White” in roughly equal
proportions. As a result, when we take out Hispanics from their relative racial
groups in order to treat Hispanic as if it was a race, then the largest decreases occur
in both the “White” and the “Some Other Race” categories.

The 2000, 2010 and 2020 censuses were a marked departure from earlier
censuses on the reporting of racial data. In previous decades, individuals
answering the Census were supposed to mark only one racial category. However,
beginning with the 2000 Census, individuals could mark any number of racial
categories (as many as all six), mainly due to the growth of multi-racial families in
American society. This produced unique data issues concerning racial breakdowns
and how they were reported. As one of the very few organizations involved in
redistricting around the nation, Election Data Services, Inc. was closely involved

Page 2 of 4



with census personnel in researching and understanding the ramifications of the
new data structures.

There are three basic ways to calculate the racial breakdowns for the 2000,
2010 and 2020 censuses. The first is to exclude any individuals who have marked
more than one racial category from the basic racial definitions and put these
individuals into a separate “multiple-race” category. This tends to create a bottom
level of racial categorization for individual race groups, but one that is more
compatible with the numbers that were reported in previous censuses. Election
Data Services, Inc. designated these categories as “Race-Alone” and they occupy
tab or table 1 in many of our reports.

The second method of calculation is to include in the individual race groups
any individual who marked that race group alone, plus any individual who marked
that race group in combination with any other racial group(s). This produces the
maximum number of individuals in each racial group, but it also means that the
totals of all racial groups added together will result in more than 100 percent of the
population being reported. Election Data Services designated these categories as
“Combo” or “Max” and they occupy tab or table 2 in many of our reports

The third method of calculation was recommended by the Federal Office of
Management and Budget (OMB). In a Federal Register notice published in March
2000 (at the tail end of the Clinton administration), OMB laid out how federal
agencies should use racial data from the 2000 Census (no fundamental change was
made in this directive for the 2010 nor 2020 Census). In essence, the OMB
recommended that any individuals who marked themselves as both “White” and
some other minority race, should be counted as part of that other minority race. In
addition, if someone marks themselves as two minority groups, e.g. Black and
Asian, then the person is counted as being of the minority group that is
predominant in the jurisdiction in question. Therefore, in many jurisdictions
(except maybe San Francisco), the person will be counted as Black and not Asian.
This increases the numbers reported for the racial groups above the “race-alone”
categories, but does not completely reflect the individuals who marked themselves
as being in two different minority groups. We have found in our research that this
method of calculation tends to fall in between the other two methods. Election
Data Services, Inc. designates these categories as “OMB” and they occupy tab or
table 3 in many of our data reports.

Election Data Services’ standard dataset incorporates all three methods of
calculating racial data from the 2000 and 2010 censuses. This will continue for the
2020 Census, as the Census Bureau announced two years ago that the same basic
data will be used when they published the PL file for 2020. Producing and
reporting population counts based on all three calculation methods allows us to
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compare the different methods and how district configurations are affected over
three decades.

Tabs 1, 2 and 3 all deal with total population. Voting age population (those
18 years old and older) is shown in tabs 4, 5, and 6, following the same Alone,
Combo, and OMB patterned from the initial datasets noted above.
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Ortiz, Frances

From: Anastasi, Mark T
Sent: Sunday, April 23, 2023 5:10 PM
To: Herron, Jeanette; Mack, Tyler; Roman-Christy, Rosalina; Minutolo, Anthony G.;
mike4bpt@gmail.com; marcpdelmonico@gmail.com; Ortiz, Frances
Cc: Jonathan J. Klein, Esq.; Martinez, Lydia; Pereira, Maria; kbrace@electiondataservices.com;
Kim Brace; Bohannon, John; Levin, Bruce; Maye, James; Nieves, Aidee; Gaudett, Thomas
Subject: Documents for Redistricting Commission from City Attorney Office
Attachments:

BPT CITY CHARTER Reapportionment Procedure and Districting.docx; Revised City
Council RESOLUTION concerning Redistricting Litigation.docx

Redistricting Commissioners — FYI, for your reference and in anticipation of tomorrow evening’s Commission meeting,
attached are: (1) the section of the City Charter concerning your jurisdiction, and (2) the City Council Resolution
authorizing your appointment. Thanks.
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BPT CITY CHARTER
CHAPTER 5 - CITY COUNCIL

.. Section 2. - Reapportionment Procedure and Districting.

(a) On or before the fifteenth day of February next following the year in which the
decennial census of the United States is taken, the city council shall, by ordinance,
establish ten districts which shall be effective on the first day of January next
succeeding. Such districts shall be established in conformity with provisions of the
general law and by making each such district as equal in population to each other
such district as possible, taking into consideration senate and assembly district lines
and natural boundaries and divisions.

(b) If the city council fails to adopt a plan of districting by the first day of July next
following the year in which the decennial census of the United States is taken, there
shall be created a commission on redistricting composed of six members, three of
whom shall be appointed by the leader of the majority party on the city council and
three of whom shall be appointed by the leader of the minority party in the city
council. In the event that there is only one party on the city council, the minority party
members shall be appointed by the registrar of voters whose party is not represented
on the city council. Such commission shall forthwith prepare and, not later than the
first day of December following its appointment, adopt a plan of districting consistent
with the principles set forth in subSection (a) of this section. The affirmative votes of at

least four members of such commission shall be required in order to adopt a plan of
districting.

(c) A plan of districting adopted pursuant to the provisions of this Section shall remain

in effect until the first day of January following the decennial census of the United
States.

(d) The city council shall provide suitable polling places in such districts and shall
define the boundaries of the area to be served by each polling place. The town clerk,
registrar of voters and all other officers of the city shall perform the duties required of
them by law with respect to elections in the voting districts.

(e) Notwithstanding the adoption of a plan of districting, council members shall

continue to represent the districts from which they were elected for the balance of the
term for which they were elected. =
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RESOLUTION

Re: pending litigation in the matter of
Lydia N. Martinez and Maria H. Pereira v. City of Bridgeport, et. al.
Superior Court for the Judicial District of Fairfield at Bridgeport
Docket No. FBT-CV-22-6116446-S

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted a plan of districting, by ordinance, following the most
recent decennial census of the United States.

WHEREAS, Plaintiffs City Clerk Lydia Martinez and City Council Member Maria Pereira have
brought the above-referenced lawsuit against the City of Bridgeport, Bridgeport City Council
Majority Leader Jeanette Herron, Bridgeport Republican Registrar of Voters Linda A. Grace,
Bridgeport Democratic Registrar of Voters Patricia A. Howard, and Bridgeport Town Clerk
Charles D. Clemons Jr.

WHEREAS, Plaintiffs Martinez and Pereira allege in their lawsuit that the City Council,
through no fault of its own and due to delays occasioned by the COVID-19 pandemic, failed to
timely adopt, pursuant to Bridgeport Charter, Chapter 5, Section 2, a plan of districting by
ordinance following the most recent decennial census; and thereby acted without jurisdiction in
redistricting the 10 City Council districts.

WHEREAS, the defendants deny plaintiff’s allegations that it acted untimely and that it thus
lacked jurisdiction to adopt its most recent plan of districting.

WHEREAS, court pretrial briefs are due within the next week and a Superior Court trial date of
March 14, 2023, has been scheduled for this lawsuit.

WHEREAS, the relief sought by the plaintiffs in this lawsuit is that the six (6) person
commission on redistricting (“commission”) provided for by Bridgeport City Charter, Chapter 5,
Section 2 be appointed to prepare and adopt a plan of districting by the affirmative votes of at
least four (4) of its members.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

The Bridgeport City Council does not concede that it acted untimely and thus lacﬁed Jlmasdl&ton
to adopt by ordinance its most recent districting plan, in fulfillment of its Charter piandﬁied <
duties and respons1b111tles nor does it concede that the adoption of a plan of d1sl:r§ctmgﬁr a srxn
(6) person commission on redistricting (“commission™) provided for by Bndgepp Clty;ChartaF
Chapter 5, Section 2 is legally required, under existing facts and circumstances III ludu@bu f
limited to, the census delays occasioned by the COVID-19 pandemic. =




BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED:

In order to avoid and/or moot the above-referenced litigation, and in consideration of the need to
bring finality to the local redistricting process for purposes of the upcoming municipal election
calendar, the Bridgeport City Council hereby authorizes, empowers, and/or directs the Office of
the City Attorney to:

e Advise and/or direct Bridgeport City Council Majority Leader Jeanette Herron and
Bridgeport Republican Registrar of Voters Linda A. Grace to appoint a six (6) member
commission on redistricting (“commission”) to prepare and adopt a plan of districting by
the affirmative votes of at least four (4) of its members pursuant to Bridgeport City
Charter, Chapter 5, Section 2.

e Notify the Superior Court as to the appointment of the commission.

e Provide the commission with legal and redistricting expert support services to be funded
from the general fund budget of the Office of the City Attorney.

e Promptly provide the City Council with a copy of the plan of districting adopted by the
commission, in order for the City Council to amend its most recently adopted
redistricting ordinance, as necessary to conform to the commission’s plan of districting.
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