METRICS as seen in Dave's
Redistricting App (using 2010
data for all)

Compactness
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METRICS as seen in Minimized | Partisan Bias Minority # of Majority/ Population
Dave's Redistricting App | Compactness Representation | Minority Districts Deviation
(using 2010 data for _ _ Legal precedent
current House/Senate) Higher is better: Range to 100 Total # allows 10 (+ or - 5%)
Current Senate 41 38 35 53 5 7.96
People's Senate Map 62 77 49 61 5 4.98
Current House 45 40 32 65 23 7.88
People's House Map 64 76 47 68 29 8.04
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The 222 Corridor is the heart of the Latino community — el corazon de la comunidad.
6 out of the top 8 cities in Pennsylvania with largest Latino population are located in
the 222 Latino Corridor. The school districts of Reading, Allentown, Lancaster,
Lebanon have majority Latino student population — Reading surpassing 80%,
Allentown and Lancaster more than 60%. [PA Latino Convention 2021]
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Allentown

Hamburg

B | Minority VAP | Latino VAP

¢ SD 33 (Reading corridor) 39.6 29.6

Skippack

b SD 28 (Allentown corridor) 43.6 29.7
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Ratings: PA People's House Map

Compactness

Requirements: Met

Competitiveness

Splitting

Proportionalit

Ratings: PA State House 2010 data

Competitiveness

Proportionality

Compactness

Requirements: Not met Splitting
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—e— PA 2020 State House === PA People's House Map

Competitiveness

Minority

Proportionality

Compactness

Splitting

—e— PA 2020 State Senate == PA People's Senate Map



Ratings Compared to Similar Maps

This box-plot compares the base map (black dots) to all similar maps.
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’
PA People s House Current PA House Box plot compares the base map
108 : 100 - (black dot) to all similar maps.
Y T 95
90 - ’ 90 - 3
85" g5; =
80 o 80 .
70 & av@ L. e 70 - o oz
65 * e + 65 AT ELR +
60 . ’ 60 K — .
55 Vi - - 55 3
50 . 50 "
45 45 .
40 40 .~ K
35 35 3
30 30 .
25 5 l— 25 e
20 20 ’
15 15
10 10
5 5
g Proportionality Competitiveness Minority Compactness Splitting 0 Proportionality Competitiveness Minority Compactness Splitting
’
PA People’s Senate Current PA Senate
1] R 100 ==
95 I 95 ¥l
90 - g 90 2
85 e s 85 a0
80 X s 80 . et
75 B . Here 75 . sl
70 . o 70
65 shed i 65 v
60 ’ i 4 60 .
55 R % - 55 :
50 x ! : 50 -
45 - 3 45
40 s * . 40 .
35 AT % "
30 %‘# e 30 -
25 . . 25
20 . - 20
15 A 15
10 . 10
5 4 5
0 Proportionality Competitiveness Minority Compactness Splitting 0 Proportionality Competitiveness Minority Compactness Splitting




FDPA People’s Senate Current PA Senate
Mean-Median Difference: 0.8% R Mean-Median Difference: 3.1%

This Plan This Plan

{

+13% D Balancad +13% R +13% D Balanced +13% R
The median Republican vote share is expected HOW Does This
to be 0.8% R higher than the mean Republican Plan Compa r97

vote share, favoring Republicans in 79% of
This plan is more skewed than 69% of the

. . *
predlded scenarios. Learn more » enacted plans we have analyzed nationwide.



FDPA People’s House Current PA House
Mean-Median Difference: 1.2% R Mean-Median Difference: 4.9%

This Plan

+9% D Balanced +99% R +9% D Balanced +9% R
The median Republican vote share is expected HOW Does This
to be 1.2% R higher than the mean Republican Pla N Compa re?
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vote share, favoring Republicans in 97% of R e
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predicted scenarios.” Learn more » enacted plans we have analyzed nationwide.




