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Executive Summary:

• There is an enormous amount of variation 
among the newly created City Council districts 
in terms of demographic character, socio-
economic fundamentals and even political 
persuasion and voting behavior.

• The new geography of Council districts 
immediately creates a new template for which 
the provision of City services will be measured 
henceforth.  We will be held responsible for 
providing and maintaining a high degree of 
“City service equity” across these new 
divisions of our municipal space.



Section II: Election History and the 10-1 Vote, 
Proposition 3, Nov. 2012















Section III: Drawing the Districts





Create the strongest
African American
opportunity district
possible.



Create as many
Hispanic--Latino
opportunity districts
as possible while
avoiding “packing.”



Create as many
Hispanic--Latino
opportunity districts
as possible while
avoiding “packing.”



Create as many
Hispanic--Latino
opportunity districts
as possible while
avoiding “packing.”



Carve up the rest
of the City using the
Rule of Communities
of Interest as much
as possible.



Carve up the rest
of the City using the
Rule of Communities
of Interest as much
as possible.





Section IV: Individual Districts



UNIVERSITY
HILLS

CEA—CHESTNUT—ROSEWOOD

COLONY
PARK

COPPERFIELD
HARRIS
BRANCH





Census 2010



Census 2000





DOVE SPRINGS

SWEETBRIAR
ABIA

BERDOLL

COTA







CESAR CHAVEZ

GOVALLE

HOLLY

MONTOPOLIS

PARKER LANE

RIVERSIDE

ST. EDWARDS

BATTLE
BEND





QUAIL CREEK

HIGHLAND

ST. JOHN

HERITAGE
HILLS

WINDSOR
PARK





ONION
CREEK

CHERRY
CREEK

WESTGATE

GARRISON
PARK

BARTON
HILLS

ZILKER

SOUTHPARK





ANDERSON MILL

AVERY RANCH

ROBINSON RANCH

RIATA

RIVER
PLACE







ALLANDALE

BRENTWOOD

CRESTVIEW

DOMAIN

GRACYWOODS

PRESTON OAKS

GATEWAY





CIRCLE C

OAK HILL

TRAVIS COUNTRY

MAPLE
RUN







TRAVIS
HEIGHTS

BOULDIN

CLARKSVILLE

DOWNTOWN

UT

CHERRYWOOD

MUELLER

HYDE PARK

PEMBERTON





TARRYTOWN

ROSEDALE

NORTHWEST HILLS

GREAT HILLS

SPICEWOOD

JESTER

CITY PARK







Section V: Comparative Data



Data Comparisons:

• District Size and Density
• Population Growth
• Age Distributions
• Owners and Renters
• Median Family Income
• Poverty Rates
• Voting Behavior
• Concentrations of Non-Citizens
• Total Market Values
• Park Acres
• Grocery Stores









Density measured as 
Persons per Acre.
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How will future annexations be
included into a Council District?




