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Synopsis of Redistricting Proposals
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Shown on this Map R
WARD 1 WARD 7 donde"y
> 61 persons (in 1 census block) are shifted from Ward 3 to Ward 1. > 68 persons (in 1 census block) are shifted from Ward 8 to Ward 9. o SR I.On
0
Ward 1 Before Redistricting: 9,058 Ward 8 Before Redistricting: 9,203 DEVONSHIR
From Ward 3 to Ward 1: __+ 61 From Ward 8 to Ward 9: - 68 "
Ward 1 After Redistricting: 9,119 Ward 8 After Redistricting: 9,135 s “
> The proposed Ward 1 "After Redistricting" population of 9,119 > The proposed Ward 8 "After Redistricting" population of 9,135
represents a deviation of 0.1% (-11 persons) from the average represents a deviation of 0.1% (+5 persons) from the average s
2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons). 2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. O
WARD 2 WARD 8 £

> There are no redistricting proposals involving Ward 2. > 68 persons (in 1 census block) are shifted from Ward 8 to Ward 9.

City of Manchester 2010 Ward Population

Ward 2 Census 2010 population = 9,219 Ward 8 Before Redistricting: 9,203

From Ward 8 to Ward 9: -68

2010 Ward Proposed
> The Ward 2 Census 2010 population of 9,219 represents a Ward 8 After Redistricting: 9,135 . .
deviation of 1.0% (+89 persons) from the average 2010 Population Ward Population
citywide ward population of 9,130 persons. > The proposed Ward 8 "After Redistricting" population of 9,135

represents a deviation of 0.1% from the average 2010 Census

8
= amsuau g

o3

(Before Redistricting) (After Redistricting)
WARD 3 ward population of 9,130 persons.
> 61 persons (in 1 census block) are shifted from Ward 3 to Ward 1. WARD 9 Ward 1 9,058 9,1 19
> 172 persons (in 5 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 3 to Ward 9. > 172 persons (in 5 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 3 to Ward 9. < Ward 2 9521 9 9521 9
> Net population loss for Ward 3 is 233 persons. > 199 persons (in 2 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 8 to Ward 9. £E Ward 3 9’346 9’1 13
| | Ward 4 8,632 9,115
Ward 3 Before Redistricting: 9,346 > Net gain for Ward 9 is 371 persons.
From Ward 3 to Ward 1: - 61 Ward 5 8,823 9,250
From Ward 3 to Ward 9: _- 172 Ward 9 Before Redistricting: 8,798
Ward 3 After Redistricting: 9,113 From Ward 3 to Ward 9:  + 172 Ward 6 10,168 9,258
From Ward 8 to Ward 9: _+ 199 Ward 7 9.178 9.178
> The proposed Ward 3 "After Redistricting" population of 9,113 Ward 9 After Redistricting: 9,169 ’ ’
represents a deviation of 0.2% (-17 persons) from the average Ward 8 9,203 9,1 35
2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. > The proposed Ward 9 "After Redistricting" population of 9,169
represents a deviation of 0.4% (+39 persons) from the average Ward 9 8,929 9,1 69
WARD 4 2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons). F Ward 10 8,599 9,01 2
> 564 persons (in 11 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 4 to Ward 5. WARD 10 %% g Ward 11 8,550 8,991
> 1,047 persons (in 3 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 6 to Ward 4. > 413 persons (in 9 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 11 to Ward 10. Q Ward 12 9,848 8,994
> Net population gain for Ward 4 is 483 persons. Ward 10 Before Redistricting: 8,599 o TOTAL 1 09!553 1 09!553
From Ward 11 to Ward 10:__+ 413 g - -
Ward 4 Before Redistricting: 8,632 Ward 10 After Redistricting: 9,012 m 5&: \ Q
From Ward 4 to Ward 5: - 564 ny g \
From Ward 6 to Ward 4: +1,047 > The proposed Ward 10 "After Redistricting" population of 9,012 ny SR Q
Ward 4 After Redistricting: 9,115 represents a deviation of 1.3% (+118 persons) from the average =y -y NOTE:
2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. 5 LA ey Y . e e
> The proposed Ward 4 "After Redistricting" population of 9,115 m '< Ward Population After Redistricting" data are based on ward
represents a deviation of 0.2% (-15 persons) from the average WARD 11 . population numbers reported on this map.
2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. o &“z‘s
> 413 persons (in 9 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 11 to Ward 10. k
WARD 5

> 854 persons (in 24 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 12 to Ward 11. TROLLE
> 564 persons (in 11 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 4 to Ward 5.

> The net population gain for Ward 11 is 441 persons.

> 137 persons (in 4 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 5 to Ward 6.

Ward 11 Before Redistricting: 8,550

k2
> Net population gain for Ward 5 is 427 persons. From Ward 11 to Ward 10 - 413 :

Notes:
From Ward 12 to Ward 11:__+ 854

Ward 5 Before Redistricting: 8,823 Ward 11 After Redistricting: 8,991 o 1. Ward District boundaries which were approved in 2001 are shown on this map.

From Ward 4 to Ward 5: + 564 =

From Ward 5 to Ward 6: __-137 > The proposed Ward 11 "After Redistricting" population of 8,991 ( . 3 2. "Block" boundary lines shown on this map were derived from 2010 Census Redistricting [P.L. 94-171] TIGER/Line
Ward 5 After Redistricting: 9,250 represents a deviation of 1.5% (-139 persons) from the average ? i Shapefiles.

2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. o
> The proposed Ward 5 "After Redistricting" population of 9,250 6 3. Block population derived from the Census 2010 Redistricting data [P.L. 94-171] is selectively shown on this map.
represents a deviation of 1.3% (+120 persons) from the average WARD 12 o
2010 Census ward population of 9,130 persons. 'Q 4. Except for Ward and Block boundary lines, all geographic information shown on this map was derived from the
> 854 persons (in 24 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 12 to Ward 11. /@ City of Manchester digital base map whose various feature layers are originally based on 1995 and
WARD 6 y

2003 aerial photography. Some new roads have been constructed in the city since that time and the
Ward 12 Before Redistricting: 9,848 estimated centerline of some of these new roads have been added to the original base map data. With
From Ward 12 to Ward 11: _ - 854 this in mind, users of this map are cautioned that a small portion of existing roads may not shown on this
Ward 12 After Redistricting: 8,994 map.
> 137 persons (in 4 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 5 to Ward 6.
> The proposed Ward 12 "After Redistricting" population of 8,994
represents a deviation of 1.5% (-136 persons) from the average
2010 Census ward population. 6. This map was produced by the City of Manchester Planning and Community Development Department
Ward 6 Before Redistricting:10,168 (D. Beauchesne) on June 21, 2011.
From Ward 6 to Ward 4: - 1,047
From Ward 5 to Ward 6: + 137

Ward 6 After Redistricting: 9,258

> 1,047 persons (in 3 census blocks) are shifted from Ward 6 to Ward 4.

5. Some roads may have alternativive names which are not listed on this map.
> Net loss for Ward 6 is 910 persons.

> The proposed Ward 6 "After Redistricting" population of 9,258
represents a deviation of 1.4% (+128 persons) from the average
2010 Census ward populationof 9,130 persons.
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