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Redistricting Criteria



 

No district will be more than 103% of the population of any other commissioner 
district.



 

The general geographic characteristics of districts established by the Charter 
shall be retained as nearly as possible.



 

Follow simple recognizable boundaries, such as major arterials and geographic 
boundaries, that can be easily understood by the citizens.



 

Avoid using boundaries that could change such as city or school districts.



 

Use state legislative boundaries as a guideline to draw commissioner district 
boundaries, where possible.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As soon as 2010 census figures became available, we determined that redistricting would be required, as District 4 was 12.3% more populated than District 2.



Population Growth

District 2000 Pop. 2010 Pop. % Growth

1 (West) 165,096 186,190 12.8%

2 (North) 165,152 173,315 4.9%

3 (Central) 165,094 181,220 9.8%

4 (East) 165,144 194,609 17.8%

Total 
County

660,486 735,334 11.3%



Ideal Districts



 

Dividing the total 
county population 
of 735,334, by the 
number of 
commissioner 
districts (4) gives 
an ideal district 
size of 183,834

-15000

-10000

-5000

0

5000

10000

15000

1 West 2 North 3 Central 4 East

P
o

p
u
la

ti
o

n
 V

a
ri
a
n
c
e
 f

ro
m

 Id
e
a
l

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As you can see from the graph, D1 is over by about 2500 and Distirct 3 is under the ideal by about 2500. Similarly, D2 is under by about 10,000 and D4 is over by about 10,000. As we began to look at the boundaries, we determined that it made the most sense and followed the criteria to swap populations between 1&3 and 2&4.



Proposed Changes

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We moved the eastern boundary of District 1 (West) slightly west from 33rd Avenue to 28th Avenue between Stark Street and Hawthorne Boulevard. This change added population to District 3 (Central). To increase the population of District 2 (North), we expanded its boundary along Interstate 84 southeasterly toward the City of Gresham. This change shifted District 4’s (East) western boundary to the east. 



Changes: District 1 & District 3

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The pink striped area adds population to District 3. The new lines follow the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association boundary lines. It is a neighborhood that is currently split and this proposal makes it whole in D3.

The small portion north of that near Laurelhurst Park was a change that MC Elections requested me make to follow the boundaries of new legislative districts. The new line follows the division between House Districts 42 and 46.



Changes: District 2 & District 4

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The additions to D2 add about 10,000 people to Distirct 2. The current district boundary, seen as the sharp, black triangle split the Parkrose Neighborhood between 2/4. The proposed boundary is extended all the way to the Gresham City Line and adds Argay and the portion of Wilkes Neighborhood that falls above I-84 to D2.



Changes: District 3 & District 4

Presenter
Presentation Notes
These changes were requested by Elections due to legislative boundaries. The northern change just south of Holgate and 122nd was previosuly in D4 and will now be in D3 to coincide with the boundary for HD 42 and 46. The larger portion north of Foster will go to D4, again following the boundary between HD 42 and 46.



Populations of Proposed Districts

District 2010 
Population

Percent of 
Smallest

Number of 
Persons from 

Ideal

1 (West) 183,481 100.356% (353)

2 (North) 184,228 100.764% 394

3 (Central) 182,831 100.000% (1003)

4 (East) 184,794 101.074% 960

Presenter
Presentation Notes
. Under this plan, approximately 13,500 persons, or about 1.8% of the County population changes districts. Thus, 98.2% percent of the population remains in their same district with their current election schedule.



Although we cold have gotten closer to the mathematical ideal district size, MC Elections requested that we follow new legislative district boundaries, where possible. This resulted in making a few changes that shifted population.



Thank you

Thank you to Amy Esnard & Andrea 
Westersund of Multnomah County GIS.

Thank you to Tim Scott & Eric Sample of 
Multnomah County Elections.



Questions?

Auditors Office
(503) 988-3320

Steve March
steve.march@multco.us

Shannon Grzybowski
shannon.grzybowski@multco.us
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