> US Census Bureau 2020 Decennial Population and Housing Characteristics File P12X; P12AD.
® US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, P0010001 (Total Population).
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Alternate Redistricting Plan Four
Election Districts
City of Prattville, Alabama

Total Population

Black: alone or in
. White? Black® Other® combinationwith |  Total | population | et
DISIHES any other race’ Populations Variance Popl{latlon
Variance
Number |Percent |Number [Percent |Number |Percent |[Number |Percent
Existing District 1| 3,965 79.06% 670 13.36% 380 7.58% 5,015 -382 -7.08%
Alternate District 1| 4,505 79.71% 706 12.49% 441 7.80% 774 13.69% 5,652 255 4.72%
Existing District 2| 2,083 47.50% 1,997 45.54% 305 6.96% 4,385 -1,012 -18.75%
Alternate District 2| 2,263 43.57% 2,504 48.21% 427 8.22% 2,606 50.17% 5,194 -203 -3.76%
Existing District 3] 5,206 65.37% 1,685 21.16% 1,073 13.47% 7,964 2,567 47.56%
Alternate District 3| 3,411 65.91% 996 19.25% 768 14.84% 1,066 20.60% 5,175 -222 -4.11%
Existing District 4] 3,180 71.44% 735 16.51% 536 12.04% 4,451 -946 -17.53%
Alternate District 4] 3,721 65.71% 1,207 21.31% 735 12.98% 1,275 22.51% 5,663 266 4.93%
Existing District 5] 3,864 66.01% 1,315 22.46% 675 11.53% 5,854 457 8.47%
AlternateDistrict 5| 3,667 66.06% 1,262 22.73% 622 11.21% 1,354 24.39% 5,551 154 2.85%
Existing District 6] 3,951 83.48% 421 8.89% 361 7.63% 4,733 -664 -12.30%
Alternate District 6] 4,442 83.81% 441 8.32% 417 7.87% 493 9.30% 5,300 -97 -1.80%
Existing District 7| 3,735 69.44% 1,154 21.45% 490 9.11% 5,379 -18 -0.33%
Alternate District 7| 3,975 75.77% 862 16.43% 409 7.80% 958 18.26% 5,246 -151 -2.80%
Total| 25,984 | 68.78% 7,978 21.12% 3,819 10.11% 8,526 22.57% 37,781
Benchmark Plan Deviation 66.31%
Alternate Plan Deviation 9.04%

Population 18 and Older

Black: alone or in
R White Black® Other’ combination with
Districts any other race® Total (18+)

Number |Percent |Number [Percent |Number |Percent |Number |Percent
Existing District 1| 3,071 81.01% 467 12.32% 253 6.67% 3,791
Alternate District 1| 3,461 81.02% 525 12.29% 286 6.69% 555 12.99% 4,272
Existing District 2| 1,601 48.98% 1,485 45.43% 183 5.60% 3,269
Alternate District2| 1,768 45.95% 1,817 47.22% 263 6.83% 1,868 48.54% 3,848
Existing District 3] 3,963 68.37% 1,117 19.27% 716 12.35% 5,796
Alternate District 3| 2,527 67.89% 681 18.30% 514 13.81% 715 19.21% 3,722
Existing District 4| 2,431 73.53% 515 15.58% 360 10.89% 3,306
Alternate District 4] 2,840 67.96% 843 20.17% 496 11.87% 874 20.91% 4,179
Existing District 5| 3,188 69.24% 951 20.66% 465 10.10% 4,604
AlternateDistrict 5] 3,062 70.08% 866 19.82% 441 10.09% 909 20.81% 4,369
Existing District 6] 3,190 85.18% 310 8.28% 245 6.54% 3,745
Alternate District 6] 3,581 85.42% 330 7.87% 281 6.70% 353 8.42% 4,192
Existing District 7| 2,932 72.56% 815 20.17% 294 7.28% 4,041
Alternate District 7] 3,135 78.97% 597 15.04% 238 5.99% 626 15.77% 3,970
Total] 20,374 | 71.4% 5,659 19.8% 2,519 8.8% 5,900 20.7% 28,552

Notes:

! Existing District population was calculated from Map and Legal Descriptions provided by City of Prattville.
% US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, P0010003 (White Alone).

3 US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, P0010004 (Black Alone).

* Other Race includes American Indian, Alaska Native, Asian, Native Hawaiian, Pacific Islander, Other Race and Two or more races.
® US Census Bureau 2020 Decennial Population and Housing Characteristics File P12X; P12AD.

® US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, P0010001 (Total Population).

7 US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, PO030003 (White Alone, 18+).

8 US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, P0030004 (Black Alone, 18+).

° US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, PO030001 (Total Population, 18+).

Sources: US Census 2020 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, Table P1 and P3, US Census Bureau 2020 Decennial
Population and Housing Characteristics File, P12X & P12AD.

Date Prepared: September 16, 2024

Prepared by: Slaughter & Willingham, PLLC
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