Proposed United States House of Representatives Plan - 0524-1113-ForrestDarby

Population Report

Actual Percent
Incumbent Residing 2010 Ideal Deviation | Deviation from
District Location in District Population | Population | from Ideal Ideal
1 Clark (part) Berkley 675,166 675,138 28 0.00%
Carson City, Churchill, Douglas (part), Elko, Eureka,
Humboldt, Lander, Lyon (part), Pershing, Storey,
2 Washoe, White Pine 675,228 675,138 90 0.01%
3 Clark (part) Heck 675,112 675,138 -26 -0.00%
Clark (part), Douglas (part), Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon
4 (part), Mineral, Nye 675,045 675,138 -93 -0.01%
Total 2,700,551
Largest Positive Deviation is: 90 0.01%
Largest Negative Deviation is: -93 -0.01%
Overall Range of Deviation is: 183 0.03%

Note: The population database is derived from the 2010 Census Public Law 94-171 Redistricting Data as provided by the U.S. Bureau of the Census and validated by the Legislative Counsel Bureau.



Proposed United States House of Representatives Plan - 0524-1113-ForrestDarby
Racial Data Report

American Indian andI

Native Hawaiian and

Black or African A e
. ) Alaskan Native, ) ) Pacific Islander,
American, Including . . Asian, Including . . ) . .
5 . Including American . ) Including Native Some Other Race Hispanic or Latino
White alone Black or African . Asian With Another . e Two or More Races *
X i Indian and Alaskan Hawaiian and Pacific alone (of any race)
American With X X Race(s) X
Native With Another Islander With
Another Race(s)
Race(s) Another Race(s)
Current
Member
Representing 2010 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
District Location District Population | Population | of Total | Population | of Total | Population | of Total | Population | of Total | Population | of Total | Population | of Total | Population | of Total Population | of Total
1 Clark (part) Berkley 675,166 401,335 59.44% 70,727 10.48% 9,958 1.47% 108,731 16.10% 10,870 1.61% 74,716 11.07% 35,634 5.28% 170,020 25.18%
Carson City, Churchill, Douglas (part),
Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander,
Lyon (part), Pershing, Storey,
2 Washoe, White Pine 675,228 535,957 79.37% 17,673 2.62% 22,116 3.28% 33,718 4.99% 5,266 0.78% 58,367 8.64% 24,101 3.57% 138,034 20.44%
3 Clark (part) Heck 675,112 427,815 63.37% 60,910 9.02% 10,707 1.59% 53,138 7.87% 7,994 1.18% 111,882 32,815 4.86% 233,330 34.56%
Clark (part), Douglas (part),
Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon (part),
4 Mineral, Nye 675,045 421,581 62.45% 105,142 15.58% 13,164 1.95% 47,329 7.01% 8,718 1.29% 79,828 33,525 4.97% 175,117 25.94%
Total 2,700,551 1,786,688 66.16% 254,452 9.42% 55,945 2.07% 242,916 9.00% 32,848 1.22% 324,793 126,075 4.67% 716,501 26.53%

*Hispanic or Latino is reported by the Census Bureau as a language group, separately.

Note: The population database is derived from the 2010 Census Public Law 94-171 Redistricting Data as provided by the U.S. Bureau of the Census and validated by the Legislative Counsel Bureau.

Racial population data is based on self-identification. Respondents have the option of selecting one or more races.



Proposed United States House of Representatives Plan - 0524-1113-ForrestDarby

Voting Age Racial Data Report

18+ Population

Black or African
American,
Including Black or

American Indian
and Alaskan
Native, Including

Asian, Including

Native Hawaiian
and Pacific
Islander, Including

Some Other Race

White alone ) R American Indian Asian With Native Hawaiian Hispanic or Latino
African American e alone (of any race)*
With Another and Alaskan Another Race(s) and Pacific
R Native With Islander With
ace(s) Another Race(s) Another Race(s)
Current
Member
Representing | 2010 18+ Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
District Location District Population | Population | of Total j Population | of Total  Population | of Total | Population | of Total jPopulation | of Total JPopulation | of Total} | Population | of Total
1 Clark (part) Berkley 525,020} 325,856| 62.07% 50,584 9.63% 7,215 1.37% 83,490| 15.90% 7,222 1.38% 50,954 9.71% 114,583 21.82%
Carson City, Churchill, Douglas (part),
Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander, Lyon
(part), Pershing, Storey, Washoe,
2 White Pine 514,570} 421,946 82.00% 11,600 2.25% 15,256 2.96% 24,602 4.78% 3,419 0.66% 36,520 7.10% 85,635| 16.64%
3 Clark (part) Heck 502,203 336,642 67.03% 41,141 8.19% 7,633 1.52% 39,715 7.91% 5,150 1.03% 70,135| 13.97% 146,484 29.17%
Clark (part), Douglas (part), Esmeralda,
4 Lincoln, Lyon (part), Mineral, Nye 493,750) 325,829| 65.99% 69,908| 14.16% 8,939 1.81% 33,885 6.86% 5,410 1.10% 49,796 10.09% 107,832 21.84%
Total 2,035,543] 1,410,273| 69.28% 173,233 8.51% 39,043 1.92% 181,692 8.93% 21,201 1.04% 207,405 10.19% 454,534 22.33%

*Hispanic or Latino is reported by the Census Bureau as a language group, separately.

Note: The population database is derived from the 2010 Census Public Law 94-171 Redistricting Data as provided by the U.S. Bureau of the Census and validated by the Legislative Counsel Bureau.

Racial population data is based on self-identification. Respondents have the option of selecting one or more races.



Proposed United States House of Representatives Plan - 0524-1113-ForrestDarby
2010 Voter Registration Report

Population Over 18

2010 Registered Population

Current Percent Percent
Member Percent of Registered |Registered of Percent Percent Percent Non- Percent All
Representing Total Voting Age Total Total of Total Voting Age | Registered | Democrat of | Registered | Republican of | Registered Partisan of | Registered [ Others of
DISTRICT Location District Population | Population | Population | Registered | Population | Population | Democrat | Registered | Republican Registered Non-Partisan | Registered | All Others | Registered
1 Clark (part) Berkley 675,166 525,020 77.76% 315,499 46.73% 60.09% 142,253 45.09% 98,942 31.36% 55,480 17.58% 18,826 5.97%
Carson City, Churchill, Douglas
(part), Elko, Eureka, Humboldt,
Lander, Lyon (part), Pershing,
2 Storey, Washoe, White Pine 675,228 514,570 76.21% 378,473 56.05% 73.55% 133,843 35.36% 161,733 42.73% 58,617 15.49% 24,274 6.41%
3 Clark (part) Heck 675,112 502,203 74.39% 339,571 50.30% 67.62% 155,933 45.92% 109,001 32.10% 55,122 16.23% 19,519 5.75%
Clark (part), Douglas (part),
Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon (part),
4 Mineral, Nye 675,045 493,750 73.14% 341,188 50.54% 69.10% 155,321 45.52% 114,344 33.51% 53,117 15.57% 18,406 5.39%
Total 2,700,551 2,035,543 75.38% 1,374,731 50.91% 67.54% 587,350 42.72% 484,020 35.21% 222,336 16.17% 81,025 5.89%

Note: The population database is derived from the 2010 Census Public Law 94-171 Redistricting Data as provided by the U.S. Bureau of the Census and validated by the Legislative Counsel Bureau.

The elections and voter registration databases are not strictly comparable between election years due to issues of geographic and data comparability. This data is useful only for general, rather than specific, analysis of voting and registration trends.



Proposed United States House of Representatives Plan - 0524-1113-ForrestDarby
2010 Election Report

2010 United States Senate 2010 State Treasurer
Current
Member
Representing | Total | Reid | Percent | Angle | Percent Percent | Total | Marshall Percent Martin | Percent Percent
DISTRICT Location District Voters | (D) | Reid (D)| (R) | Angle (R) | Other | Other | Voters (D) Marshall (D) (R) Martin (R) | Other | Other
1 Clark (part) Berkley 144,900| 79,506 54.87%| 59,465 41.04%| 5,937 4.10%| 140,271 72,599 51.76%| 57,424 40.94%| 10,240 7.30%
Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander,
Lyon (part), Pershing, Storey,
2 Washoe, White Pine 228,184| 99,906 43.78%| 113,416 49.70%| 14,851 6.51%| 223,617 96,239 43.04%| 108,021 48.31%| 19,355 8.66%
3 Clark (part) Heck 169,078 90,688 53.64%| 70,611 41.76%| 7,777 4.60%| 164,262 83,851 51.05%| 68,250 41.55%| 12,178 7.41%
Clark (part), Douglas (part),
Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon (part),
4 Mineral, Nye 176,788| 90,916 51.43%| 77,286 43.72%| 8,591 4.86%| 172,197 85,482 49.64%| 73,305 42.57%| 13,403 7.78%
Total 718,950| 361,016 50.21%| 320,778 44.62%| 37,156 5.17%| 700,347 338,171 48.29%| 307,000 43.84%| 55,176 7.88%

Note: The elections and voter registration databases are not strictly comparable between election years due to issues of geographic and data comparability. This data is useful only for general, rather than specific, analysis of voting and registration tre



