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How important is  the US Census 
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Very Important because it is the basis upon which some of 
our most important resources are distributed:

- Political Power

- Federal Funds
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https://www.dailykos.com/stories/2017/12/21/1726412/-New-census-data-projects-which-states-could-gain-or-lose-congressional-seats-in-2020-reapportionment
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Layers of the Laws of Redistricting

6

Voting Rights Act
Respect Communities of Interest

Maintain Political Subdivisions
(counties, cities, special districts)

Compactness
Contiguity

One Person, One Vote = Equal Population



What exactly are we trying to 
equalize?

Voters People
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Each vote should 
have equal weight

Equal numbers of people 
should have equal 

representation

Joseph Fishkin, Geometry of Redistricting Workshop, 2/4/18



Supreme Court Guidance
 Federal courts have jurisdiction to consider constitutional challenges to state legislative redistricting plans. Baker v. Carr 

(1962).

 Established the constitutional standard for equality of representation as “one person, one vote.” Gray v. Sanders (1963).

 Legislative districts may deviate from strict population equality only as necessary to give representation to political 
subdivisions and provide for compact districts of contiguous territory. Reynolds v. Sims (1964).

 Created the standard for determining whether § 2 of the Voting Rights Act requires that a majority-minority district be 
drawn. Thornberg v. Gingles (1986).

 Legislative and congressional districts will be struck down by courts for violating the Equal Protection Clause if they cannot 
be explained on grounds other than race. While not dispositive, “bizarrely shaped” districts are strongly indicative of racial 
intent. Shaw v. Reno (1993).

 Creation of a redistricting commission for congressional districts via ballot initiative does not violate the Elections Clause of 
the U.S. Constitution. Arizona State Legislature v. Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission (2015).

 Total population is a permissible metric for calculating compliance with “one person, one vote.” Evenwell v. Abbott (2016).

 There is no cause of  action for extreme political gerrymandering. Rucho V. Common Cause  (2020).



It’s all in the math!
How would you 
draw the lines to 
be fair?

In the second and third 
images, count the red 
and blue squares 
surrounded by the 
bold black lines 
(simulated districts).

Which districts will 
vote red and which will 
vote blue?



Gerrymandering



What do you see?

• In a few words, 
describe this 
shape.

• Which direction 
is north? east or 
west?



What do you see?

This series by Jina Valentine 
is an examination of the 
forms of massively 
gerrymandered districts; 
they look like Rorschach 
Tests.

Jina Valentine is an Assistant Professor of Art at the 
University of North Carolina – Chapel Hill.  She is a 
contemporary visual artist whose work is informed 
by the techniques and strategies of American folk 
artists. She uses a variety of media to weave 
histories – including drawing, papermaking, found-
object collage, and radical archiving.



Manipulation of Voters

NEGATIVE

“The gerrymander is used as a 
gadget to concentrate the 
strength of the opposition party in 
as few districts as possible, 
creating many inequities in 
representation as well as some 
geographic monstrosities.” 
(Binkley and Moos 1952, 819).

POSITIVE

Construction of districts provides 
minority voice in legislative body.



Remember Redistricting Laws

• Partisan Gerrymandering
• Voting Rights Act
• Respect Communities of Interest
• Maintain Political Subdivisions (counties, cities, special districts)

• Compactness
• Contiguity
• One Person, One Vote = Equal Population



Packing and Cracking

“Standard gerrymandering techniques [are] known as packing and 
cracking. Packing means massing the bulk of the opposing party’s 
voters into a very few districts, which are effectively conceded to 
opposing party candidates. Cracking means dispersing the rest of 
the opposing party’s voters into the remaining districts, where 
they are expected to be a permanent minority. By creating many 
more cracked districts than packed districts, the party in charge of 
redistricting hopes to achieve enduring control of the legislative 
body.”  

https://www.yahoo.com/news/packing-cracking-supreme-court-takes-partisan-gerrymandering-090050994.html?_tsrc=jtc_news_index



Questions?
Next steps?



R. L. Rios and J. Gaines
rrios@rolandorioslaw.com
<gainesjesse@ymail.com>

Redistricting Attorneys
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Ft. Worth ISD  
2020 Census 
Benchmark

2020 US CENSUS  POPULATION

District Tot Pop Ext.

1 54,243
2 56,906
3 58,942
4 60,076
5 63,140
6 57,784
7 62,857
8 49,649
9 56,150

2020 Census Data Total = 519,747

Ideal Population = 57,750

Estimated Deviation:
High 63,140
Low -49,649

Difference 13,491

Projected Deviation*: 23.36%
* Deviations exceeding 10% will require redistricting



Contact us with any inquiries:

Fort Worth ISD “LetsTalk” or 
email us: redistricting@fwisd.org

mailto:redistricting@fwisd.org
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