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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: az56¢co, Plan AFAD1

Current T’roposed
DistriEts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,779 3,213
Population, District 2 18,906 21,467 2,561
Population, District 3 22,010 21,228 -782
Population, District 4 26,855 21,838 -5,017
Population, District 5 22,122 22,137 15
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -711
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -23
Population deviation, District 3 520 -262
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 348
Population deviation, District 5 622 647
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -3.31%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -0.11%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -1.22%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.62%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 3.01%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,358
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 6.32%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 11.98% 10.93%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 5.53% -1.14%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 13.90% -6.57%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 69.02% -26.26%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 81.31% 3.54%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 8.94% -3.42%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44 .86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 2.32% 2.14%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 0.59% -0.17%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.37% -1.73%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 84.26%  -12.59%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 88.19% 1.94%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 25.35%  -11.96%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a significant reduction in the population deviation between districts.
The 12 percentage-point drop in voting-age minority residents is probably not retrogressive because
the proportion was very high to begin with. However, the 12 percentage-point drop in District 3 will

probably be viewed as damaging to minority voting strenth.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: crossu2001, Plan DMHO03

Current Proposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 21,996 4,430
Population, District 2 18,906 22.371 3,465
Population, District 3 22,010 20,848 -1,162
Population, District 4 26,855 20,879 -5,976
Population, District 5 22,122 21,355 -767
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 506
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 881
Population deviation, District 3 520 -642
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 611
Population deviation, District 5 622 -135
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% 2.36%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% 4.10%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -2.99%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% -2.84%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% -0.63%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,523
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 7.09%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.13% 0.08%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 18.68% 12.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 9.85%  -10.62%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.76% 0.92%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.05% -0.14%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.90% -0.38%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 51.85%  -25.92%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 6.66% -5.70%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 6.51% 3.35%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44 .86% 43.14% -1.72%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.21% 0.03%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 3.19% 2.43%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 0.66% -2.44%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.40% -0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.31% 0.02%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.70% -0.15%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 75.02%  -11.23%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 18.28%  -19.03%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 18.76% 4.29%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 51.45% -1.87%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan reduces the total population variance from about 43% to 7%, but that amount is still

probably too high. Aim for no more than 5% variance.

The 11% reduction of voting-age minorities in District 2 should not be a problem because of the
significant minority-majority in that district. The 19 percentage-point loss in District 3, however,
may be more of an issue because it appears to dilute the ability of that districts minorities to have

an influence on election outcomes.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Dale Patton, Plan dp 1

Current Proposed

Districts Plan Changﬂ
Population, District 1 17,566 21,099 3,533
Population, District 2 18,906 22,045 3,139
Population, District 3 22,010 21,511 -499
Population, District 4 26,855 20,682 -6,173
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -391
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 555
Population deviation, District 3 520 21
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 -808
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -1.82%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% 2.58%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 0.10%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% -3.76%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,430
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 6.65%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.23% 0.18%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 17.00% 10.33%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 11.35% -9.12%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.59% 0.75%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.20% -0.08%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 54.95%  -22.82%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 7.70% -4.66%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.51% 0.35%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.17% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 3.00% 2.24%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 0.92% -2.18%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.42% -0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.02% 0.17%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 76.21%  -10.04%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 21.14%  -16.17%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 15.59% 1.12%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

Under this plan, the total population deviation is reduced considerably, from about 43% to less than
7%. It would be beneficial to reduce the deviation to less than 5% if adjustments are later made to

this map.

The drop in voting-age minority proportions in Districts 1 and 2 are probably not considered

retrogressive under the Voting Rights Act because minority voters in those districts will maintain
their ability to elect candidates of their choosing. Minority voters in District 3, however, will be left

with a lesser category of ability to elect.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Joe Clark, Plan jsc01

Current Igroposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 21,428 3,862
Population, District 2 18,906 21,074 2,168
Population, District 3 22,010 20,972 -1,038
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4,992
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -62
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -416
Population deviation, District 3 520 -518
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -0.29%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -1.93%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -2.41%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,140
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 5.30%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.24% 0.19%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.34% 8.67%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 14.54% -5.93%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.24% -0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 54.68%  -23.09%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.35% -2.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.18% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.86% 2.10%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.19% -1.91%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.08% 0.23%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 74.05%  -12.20%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 27.31%  -10.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan reduces the total population deviation from 43% to just above the 5% goal.
Under this plan, the voting-age minority proportion in District 2 drops from 86% to 74%. Such a
change is probably not retrogressive, because it appears to leave minority residents still able to
elect candidates of their choice. The 10 percentage-point loss in District 3 may be more
of a problem because it appears to weaken the ability of that district's minorities to have

an influence on election outcomes.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Joe Clark, Plan jsc02

Current ﬁoposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 21,150 3,584
Population, District 2 18,906 21,529 2,623
Population, District 3 22,010 21,976 -34
Population, District 4 26,855 20,682 6,173
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -340
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 39
Population deviation, District 3 520 486
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 -808
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -1.58%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% 0.18%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 2.26%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% -3.76%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,430
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 6.65%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.22% 0.17%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 13.02% 6.35%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 15.29% -5.18%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.59% 0.75%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.21% -0.07%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 59.01%  -18.76%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 6.20% -6.16%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.51% 0.35%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.17% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 1.60% 0.84%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 2.30% -0.80%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.42% -0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.03% 0.18%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 74.93%  -11.32%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 24.92%  -12.39%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 15.59% 1.12%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan reduces the total population variance from about 43% to about 6.5%, but that amount is

still probably too high. Aim for no more than 5% variance.

This plan drops the voting-age minority percentage in District 2 from 86% to 74%. Such a change
in probably not retrogressive due to the high percentage of minority voters. The almost 13
percentage-point loss in District 3 may be more of an issue because it appears to greatly diminish

the ability of that district's minorities to have an influence on election outcomes.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Joe Clark, Plan jscO7

Current Proposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 21,331 3,765
Population, District 2 18,906 21,171 2,265
Population, District 3 22,010 21,608 -402
Population, District 4 26,855 21,696 -5,159
Population, District 5 22,122 21,643 -479
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -159
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -319
Population deviation, District 3 520 118
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 206
Population deviation, District 5 622 153
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -0.74%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -1.48%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 0.55%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 0.96%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 0.71%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 525
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 2.44%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.42% 0.37%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.02% 8.35%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 14.24% -6.23%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.65% 0.81%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 6.41% -0.78%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.02% -1.26%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 56.23%  -21.54%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.04% -2.32%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.41% 0.25%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 45.01% 0.15%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.21% 0.03%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.81% 2.05%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.15% -1.95%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.48% 0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.28% -0.01%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.11% -0.74%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 75.19%  -11.06%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 26.72%  -10.59%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 15.68% 1.21%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 52.59% -0.73%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan effectively reduces the total population deviation to about 2%.
Under this plan, the voting-age minority proportion in District 2 drops from 86% to 75%. Such a
change is probably not retrogressive, because it appears to leave minority residents still able to

elect candidates of their choice. The 11 percentage-point loss in District 3 may be more of a

problem because it appears to greatly weaken the ability of that district's minorities to have an

influence on election outcomes.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Marljoni, Plan MFG12

Current Proposed

Districts Plan Changﬂ
Population, District 1 17,566 18,854 1,288
Population, District 2 18,906 18,553 -353
Population, District 3 22,010 21,075 -935
Population, District 4 26,855 24,662 -2,193
Population, District 5 22,122 24,305 2,183
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -2,636
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -2,937
Population deviation, District 3 520 -415
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 3,172
Population deviation, District 5 622 2,815
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -12.27%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -13.67%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -1.93%
Percent deviation, District 4 24 97% 14.76%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 13.10%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 6,109
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 28.43%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.37% 0.32%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 6.20% -0.47%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 22.19% 1.72%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.31% -0.53%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 8.03% 0.84%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.21% -1.07%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 T7.77% 65.51%  -12.26%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 17.40% 5.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.18% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44 .86% 40.82% -4.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.23% 0.05%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 0.59% -0.17%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 3.45% 0.35%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.45% 0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.33% -0.52%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 73.11%  -13.14%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 44 .55% 7.24%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 13.96% -0.51%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 50.13% -3.19%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan does not go far enough in reducing the overall total population variance to comply with

the U.S. Constitution's 'one person, one vote' requirement.

The remaining large population variance makes it meaningless to comment on the changes to

race/ Origin proportions within the districts.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Marljoni, Plan mg07

Current Igroposed
Districts Plan _ Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,407 2,841
Population, District 2 18,906 20,632 1,726
Population, District 3 22,010 22,435 425
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4,992
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -1,083
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -858
Population deviation, District 3 520 945
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -5.04%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -3.99%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 4.40%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 2,028
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 9.44%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.35% 0.30%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.14% 8.47%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 14.11% -6.36%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.27% -1.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 60.12%  -17.65%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.38% -1.98%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.22% 0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.88% 2.12%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.14% -1.96%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.28% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.32% -0.53%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 79.27% -6.98%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 26.81%  -10.50%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan provides a significant reduction in the total population deviation, to less than one-quarter
of it's current value, but the deviation is still too large. Try to keep the deviation below 5%.
The 7 percentage-point loss in the voting-age minority proportion in District 2 may not constitute an
impermissible dilution of that district's minor voting strength because the new proportion is still close
to 80% minority. District 3's loss of more than 10 percentage points is problematic, taking that
district possibly out of consideration as an effective minority voting district.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: Marljoni, Plan mg09

Current | Proposed

Districts Plan Chana
Population, District 1 17,566 18,554 9088
Population, District 2 18,906 18,762 -144
Population, District 3 22,010 21,891 -119
Population, District 4 26,855 23,937 -2,918
Population, District 5 22,122 24,305 2,183
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -2,936
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -2,728
Population deviation, District 3 520 401
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 2,447
Population deviation, District 5 622 2,815
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -13.66%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -12.69%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 1.87%
Percent deviation, District 4 24 97% 11.39%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 13.10%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 5,751
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 26.76%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.11% 0.06%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 8.20% 1.53%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 19.74% -0.73%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.22% -0.62%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 8.03% 0.84%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.13% -0.15%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 71.32% -6.45%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 13.35% 0.99%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.21% 0.05%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 40.82% -4.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.20% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 0.87% 0.11%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 3.00% -0.10%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.47% 0.03%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.86% 0.01%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 81.37% -4.88%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 37.45% 0.14%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 13.98% -0.49%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 50.13% -3.19%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan does not reduce the total population by very much. It is still five times larger than our

5% goal.

Even though District 5 is still technically a minority district under this plan (with a voting-age

minority proportion of 50.13%), the 3-percent reduction might still be considered retrogressive,
depending on how successful minority voters have been in electing candidates of their choice at the

current 53.52% level.

A similar sized drop in District 2 is probably not a problem because the proposed proportion of

minority residents is still very high.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: T L Poscharsky, Plan tip 04

Current Proposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,817 3,251
Population, District 2 18,906 21,067 2,161
Population, District 3 22,010 21,590 -420
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4,992
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 673
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -423
Population deviation, District 3 520 100
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -3.13%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -1.97%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 0.47%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,295
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 6.03%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.14% 0.09%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 16.56% 9.89%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 12.96% -7.51%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.36% 0.08%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 57.28%  -20.49%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 9.80% -2.56%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.20% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 3.08% 2.32%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 0.90% -2.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.11% 0.26%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 78.14% -8.11%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 24.84%  -12.47%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan reduces the total population variance from about 43% to 6%, but that amount is still

probably too high. Aim for no more than 5% variance.

Under this plan, the voting-age minority proportion in District 2 drops from 86% to 78%. Such a
change is probably not retrogressive, because it appears to leave minority residents still able to
elect candidates of their choice. The almost 13 percentage-point loss in District 3 may be more
of a problem because it appears to greatly weaken the ability of that district's minorities to have

an influence on election ocutcomes.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: T L Poscharsky, Plan tip08

Current Proposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,817 3,251
Population, District 2 18,906 21,356 2,450
Population, District 3 22,010 21,301 -709
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4,992
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -673
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -134
Population deviation, District 3 520 -189
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -3.13%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -0.62%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -0.88%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,295
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 6.03%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.14% 0.09%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 8.66% 1.99%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 21.01% 0.54%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.36% 0.08%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 T7.77% 52.34%  -25.43%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 14.15% 1.79%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.20% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 0.87% 0.11%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 3.14% 0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.11% 0.26%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 62.95%  -23.30%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 39.62% 2.31%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a significant reduction in the population deviation between districts, now down to

about 6%.

The large reduction in the percent of voting-age minorities in District 2 may not reduce the ability of
minority residents to elect candidates of their own choosing because the proportion was very high

to begin with.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: T L Poscharsky, Plan tip06

Current Fr’roposed
Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,263 2,697
Population, District 2 18,906 21,882 2,976
Population, District 3 22,010 21,329 -681
Population, District 4 26,855 21,838 -5,017
Population, District 5 22,122 22,137 15
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -1,227
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 392
Population deviation, District 3 520 -161
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 348
Population deviation, District 5 622 647
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -5.71%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% 1.83%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -0.75%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.62%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 3.01%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,874
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 8.72%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.16% 0.11%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 8.47% 1.80%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 20.98% 0.51%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.85% 0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.18% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.06% -0.22%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 53.71%  -24.06%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 14.13% 1.77%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.95% -0.21%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44 .81% -0.05%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.19% 0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 0.86% 0.10%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 3.14% 0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.82% -0.03%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 64.10%  -22.15%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 39.56% 2.25%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.38% -0.09%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.26% -0.06%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a significant reduction in the population deviation between districts, but the

deviation may still be too large. Aim for a variance of less than 5%.
The large reduction in the percent of voting-age minorities may not reduce the ability of minority

residents to elect candidates of their own choosing because the proportion was very high to

begin with.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS
PLAN SUBMITTED BY: T L Poscharsky, Plan tip05

Current Proposed

Distrifts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 21,490 3,924
Population, District 2 18,906 20,370 1,464
Population, District 3 22,010 21,614 -396
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4.992
Population, District 5 22,122 22112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 0
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -1,120
Population deviation, District 3 520 124
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% 0.00%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -5.21%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 0.58%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,742
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 8.11%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.15% 0.10%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 11.12% 4.45%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 18.42% -2.05%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.18% -0.10%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 T7.77% 59.54%  -18.23%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 8.39% -3.97%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.20% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 1.09% 0.33%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 2.85% -0.25%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.94% 0.09%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 72.99%  -13.26%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 30.84% -6.47%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a significant reduction in the population deviation between districts, but the

deviation may still be too large. Aim for a variance of less than 5%.

The 13 percentage-point drop in voting-age minority residents in District 2 is probably not retrogressive
because the proportion was very high to begin with. However, the 6 percentage-point drop in District
3 will probably be viewed as damaging to minority voting strength.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: R Boyd, Plan rb01

Current Proposed

Districts Plan Changil
Population, District 1 17,566 21,099 3,533
Population, District 2 18,906 21,025 2,119
Population, District 3 22,010 20,692 -1,318
Population, District 4 26,855 22,521 -4,334
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -391
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -465
Population deviation, District 3 520 -798
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 1,031
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -1.82%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -2.16%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -3.71%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 4.80%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,829
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 8.51%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.23% 0.18%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.04% 8.37%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 13.95% -6.52%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.38% 0.54%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 95.20% -0.08%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 56.11%  -21.66%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.12% -2.24%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.29% 0.13%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.17% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.86% 2.10%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.24% -1.86%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.42% -0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 97.02% 0.17%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 7512%  -11.13%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 26.60% -10.71%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 15.18% 0.71%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan reduces the total population deviation from 43% to about 8%.
An improvement, but still too high. Try to keep the variation below 5%
The decrease in voting age minority residents in district 3 will probably be considered an impermissible

retrogression of minority voting strength.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS

PLAN SUBMITTED BY: R Boyd, Plan rb04

Current }-’roposed

Districts Plan Changil
Population, District 1 17,566 21,129 3,563
Population, District 2 18,906 20,995 2,089
Population, District 3 22,010 20,692 -1,318
Population, District 4 26,855 22,521 -4,334
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -361
Population deviation, District 2 -2,584 -495
Population deviation, District 3 520 -798
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 1,031
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -1.68%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -2.30%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% -3.71%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 4.80%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 1,829
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 8.51%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.31% 0.26%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.11% 8.44%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 13.95% -6.52%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 10.38% 0.54%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.42% -0.86%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 56.43% -21.34%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.12% -2.24%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 3.29% 0.13%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.21% 0.03%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.85% 2.09%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.24% -1.86%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.42% -0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.42% -0.43%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 75.45%  -10.80%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 26.60% -10.71%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 15.18% 0.71%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a significant reduction in the population deviation between districts, but the

deviation may still be too large. Aim for a variance of less than 5%.
The 10 percentage-point drop in voting-age minority residents in District 2 is probably not
retrogressive because the proportion was very high to begin with. However, the 10 percentage-point
drop in District 3 will probably be viewed as damaging to minority voting strength.
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NAVAJO COUNTY SUPERVISOR AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS
PLAN SUBMITTED BY: R Boyd, Plan rb06

Current F'roposed

Districts Plan Change
Population, District 1 17,566 20,407 2,841
Population, District 2 18,906 20,632 1,726
Population, District 3 : 22,010 22,435 425
Population, District 4 26,855 21,863 -4,992
Population, District 5 22,122 22,112 -10
Population deviation, District 1 -3,924 -1,083
Population deviation, District 2 . -2,584 -858
Population deviation, District 3 520 945
Population deviation, District 4 5,365 373
Population deviation, District 5 622 622
Percent deviation, District 1 -18.26% -5.04%
Percent deviation, District 2 -12.02% -3.99%
Percent deviation, District 3 2.42% 4.40%
Percent deviation, District 4 24.97% 1.74%
Percent deviation, District 5 2.90% 2.90%
Total plan deviation, number 9,289 2,028
Total plan deviation, percent 43.23% 9.44%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 1 1.05% 1.35% 0.30%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 2 6.67% 15.14% 8.47%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 3 20.47% 14.11% -6.36%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 4 9.84% 9.83% -0.01%
Percent voting-age Hispanic, District 5 7.19% 7.19% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 1 95.28% 94.27% -1.01%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 2 77.77% 60.12%  -17.65%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 3 12.36% 10.38% -1.98%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 4 3.16% 2.96% -0.20%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Native American, District 5 44.86% 44.86% 0.00%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 1 0.18% 0.22% 0.04%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 2 0.76% 2.88% 2.12%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 3 3.10% 1.14% -1.96%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 4 0.44% 0.46% 0.02%
Percent voting-age Non-Hispanic Black, District 5 0.29% 0.29% 0.00%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 1 96.85% 96.32% -0.53%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 2 86.25% 79.27% -6.98%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 3 37.31% 26.81% -10.50%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 4 14.47% 14.37% -0.10%
Percent voting-age total minority residents, District 5 53.32% 53.32% 0.00%

Consultant's review comments:

This plan makes a moderate reduction in the population deviation, but it is still far outside the
acceptable range. Try to keep the population deviation to less than 5%.

The 7 percentage-point drop in voting-age minority residents in District 2 is probably not retrogressive
because the proportion was very high to begin with. However, the 10 percentage-point drop in
District 3 will probably be viewed as damaging to minority voting strength.







