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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS 

This is an original proceeding pursuant to article 111, section 16(c), Florida 

Constitution. The Florida Attorney General has petitioned this Court for a 

declaratory judgment determining the validity of the Florida Legislature’s 2002 

joint resolution of apportionment, House Joint Resolution 1987, which adopts 

apportionment Plan S 17S0036 (the “2002 Plan”). Marion County, Florida, and the 

City of Ocala, Florida, oppose the 2002 Plan because of the way its state Senatorial 

redistricting impacts Marion County. This opposition is unrelated to partisan 

politics, racial, ethnic, or language considerations. Rather, Marion County and 

Ocala oppose the 2002 Plan because it splits Marion County among four separate 

state senatorial districts, not one of which is predominantly within Marion County. 

[A 1 (maps).] Marion County is the only county in the state divided into four 

Senatorial districts in which the county’s voters do not have a majority vote in any 

one of the districts. 

Florida’s total population, 15,982,378, divided by 40 Senate districts, yields 

an optimum Senate district of 399,559. Marion County’s population of 258,916 is 

nearly two-thirds of that optimum number, but the plan fails to recognize Marion 

County’s significant population as a community of interest. [A 2 (demographics).] 

The 2002 Plan unnecessarily achieves population deviation of only 0.03 percent, 
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sacrificing Marion County’s interests, which could have been protected without 

even approaching the 10 percent deviation that the law presumptively allows. 

Under the 2002 Plan, Marion County becomes a part of four different 

Senatorial districts, with Marion County voters constituting a numerical minority 

in all four districts [A 1 (maps); A 4 (district by county statistics)]: 

District % of district voters fiom Marion County 

District 3 27.4% 
District 7 20.1% 
District 14 12.2% 
District 20 5.1% 

Thus, it is apparent that the 2002 Plan will give Marion County little chance of 

electing a Marion County resident to look out for its local interests in the Florida 

Senate. Marion County has not had a resident Senator for the last twenty years, and 

will not have one for the next ten years under the 2002 Plan, in spite of its 

enormous past and projected growth. The 2002 Plan deprives Marion County of 

any realistic likelihood of a meaningful voice in the State Senate to represent its 

political community of interest. 

Splitting Marion County among four senatorial districts thwarts the desires 

of Marion County residents for political cohesion and a meaningful, unified 

political voice in the state Senate. This desire was expressed in Resolution 02-R-27 

of the Board of County Commissioners of Marion County: 
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WHEREAS, Marion County is currently represented by four 
Senators, none of whom reside in Marion County; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County has a population of nearly 265,000 
and clearly deserves at least one resident Senator; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County has been one of the fastest 
growing areas in the nation over the last 20 years and is expected to 
grow an additional 20% by 2010; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County’s population is 40% to 200% 
larger than surrounding counties but those surrounding counties have 
resident Senators; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County is geographically the fifth largest 
county in Florida; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County is “one community of interest” 
with unique environmental, economical and sociological issues, which 
are concerns shared by all of its citizens and a common desire to 
resolve those issues. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of 
Marion County, Florida, does hereby resolve that it is in the best 
interest of Marion County and all of its citizens to have at least one 
resident Senator and urges the Legislature of the State of Florida to 
provide for this occurrence in the current reapportionment process. 

[A 3 (expressions of community of interest).] The Cities of Ocala, Dunnellon, and 

Belleview, and the executive committees of both the Republican and Democrat 

parties in Marion County, among many other civic and community leaders, 

strongly urged the Legislature to recognize and respect its community of interest as 

a political subdivision [A 31, and testified to that effect at public hearings. [A 5.1 

Their efforts were unavailing despite the bounty of evidence supporting them. 
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Marion County lies in the central highlands region of the Florida Peninsula, 

midway between the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic Ocean, south of Gainesville 

and northwest of Orlando. [See map at A 1.1 Marion County encompasses 1,663 

square miles, making it the fifth largest Florida county geographically. The County 

is perhaps best known for its beautiful gently rolling countryside, which is home to 

extensive and world-renowned horse farms. Farming consumes nearly 24% of 

Marion County’s acreage. [A 2 (demographics).] The agncultural industry, and 

particularly horse farming, is one of Marion County’s biggest and most 

economically significant industries , and presents unique environment a1 , regulatory , 

and financial concerns. Horse farming is important to the state as a whole, and its 

central concentration in Marion County presents unique issues deserving of a 

protective voice in the state Senate. 

Marion County’s natural resources likewise set it apart as a cornunity 

deserving of a dedicated political voice. [A 2.1 Much of the eastern third of Marion 

County lies within the Ocala National Forest. In fact, approximately one-third of 

Marion County’s total acreage is either a state or federal recreation site. Marion 

County is also privileged to be home to three of the state’s First Magnitude 

Springs: Silver Springs, Rainbow Springs, and Silver Glen Springs. Together, 

these springs discharge significantly more water than springs located in any 

adjacent county. Marion County residents withdraw a larger amount of fresh water 
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for domestic self-supplied purposes (private wells) than any other county in the 

entire state. [A 2.) The presence of these unique natural resources in Marion 

County creates additional unique environmental and regulatory concerns common 

to the county’s voters. 

Marion County’s current population, according to the 2000 decennial 

census, is 258,916. [A 2 (composite exhibit of demographics).] This makes Marion 

County the seventeenth largest Florida county in terms of population, and 

represents growth since the 1990 decennial census of nearly 33%. Of the registered 

voters in Marion County, nearly equal numbers are Republican and Democrat: 

62,961 Republican and 61,556 Democrat. Marion County is home to 63,488 people 

age 65 and over, making it the state’s fifteenth largest county in terms of senior 

population. At the same time, Marion County has the state’s fifteenth-largest 

school-age population and seventeenth-largest public school district. Marion 

County’s population far exceeds that of its neighboring counties and far exceeds 

the populations of all but two of the counties with which it shares senate districts. 

Most of Marion County is unincorporated, but it encompasses five 

incorporated municipalities: Ocala, Belleview, Dunnellon, Reddick, and McIntosh. 

Ocala is by far the largest municipality in Marion County, with a population of 

45,943. One would think that perhaps the voting power of a city the size of Ocala 

would give this part of Marion County an opportunity to elect a Senator of its 
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choice. Not so, however, because the 2002 Plan divides Ocala among three state 

Senate districts. [A 1.1 More Marion County voters are in District 3 than in the 

county’s other three districts (27.4%), but again, their voting power is nullified by 

the size and scope of that district, which extends all the way north to Georgia, east 

to Duval County, and west through Jefferson County. Significantly, Senate District 

3 also has a “finger” jutting into Leon County to capture parts of Tallahassee, over 

180 miles away from Ocala by road. The jutting “‘finger” of District 3 takes in 

36,6 1 1 Tallahassee/Leon County voters [A 4 (District by County statistics)], 

effectively negating the voting power of the part of Ocala in District 3. 

Compared to its neighboring counties, which have resident Senators or a 

meaningful opportunity to influence the outcome of a Senate race, Marion County 

leads in population, growth in population, land area, number of eligible voters, 

number of households, school-age population, state taxes collected, and personal 

income. [A 2 (last chart).] Marion County and Ocala present these considerations 

in support of their request that the Court invalidate the 2002 Plan as it affects 

Marion County, and afford the Florida Legislature the opportunity to redraw that 

aspect of the plan to give Marion County a meaningful opportunity to elect a 

resident Senator, failing which Legislative redrawing the Court itself should do so. 
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SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 

Community of interest in the form of political subdivisions has long been 

recognized as a valid consideration in redistricting, and one that should be 

respected when it is possible to do so without creating a discriminatory impact in 

affected areas. Particularly in a case such as this where the challenged aspect of 

redistricting does not impact on racial, ethnic, or language concerns, no rational 

reason exists to divide Marion County among four Senate districts in which the 

County’s voters have no significant influence. Further, no rational reason for such 

a division exists where there remains significant statistical leeway to create 

districts better reflecting communities of interest without exceeding or even 

approaching the ten percent deviation threshold that courts have long considered 

acceptable. Because of the demonstrable benefit to Marion County and the lack of 

prejudice to surrounding areas, the Court should reject the 2002 Plan as it relates to 

Marion County and order the Florida Legislature to redraw this aspect of the plan 

to respect Marion County’s community of interest and give it a meaningful 

opportunity to elect a resident Senator. 

The sole criterion upon which the 2002 Plan based its division of Marion 

County into four senatorial districts was numerical equality of population. Thus, 

the 2002 Plan treats Marion County as a population borrow pit, over which the 

Legislature moved lines here and there to make its population numbers work in 
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four separate districts, without regard to the identity of Marion County as a 

political subdivision representing an identifiable community of interests. Marion 

County voters do not comprise a majority or even a significant minority of any one 

of the four districts. This division of Marion County’s voters was not necessary to 

avoid a discriminatory impact in Marion County or any surrounding area, nor was 

it necessary to create in any particular district a constituency fairly reflective of 

that district’s population. This division of Marion County into four parts was not 

necessary to achieve a legally valid numerical population deviation in the affected 

Senate districts. It was, in short, irrational. It was simply more convenient for the 

Legislature to subordinate Marion County’s community of interests to an overly 

zealous quest for mathematical nicety, than to respect Marion County’s community 

of interest and give it the opportunity to elect a resident Senator. The 2002 Plan is 

invalid in this regard and should be redrawn. 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

The Florida Constitution requires this Court to determine whether or not the 

2002 Plan is “valid” in light of the constitutional mandate that the Legislature 

apportion the state “in accordance with the constitution of the state and of the 

United States.” Art. 111, 5 16(a), Fla. Const. In this original proceeding the standard 
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of review is de novo as to the plan’s compliance with constitutional requirements. 

See In re Apportionment Law, 414 So. 2d 1040 (Fla. 1982). 

ARGUMENT 

PRESERVING MARION COUNTY’S POLITICAL VOICE AS 
A SUBDIVISION OF THE STATE SHOULD TAKE PRIORITY 

MATHEMATICAL EQUALITY OF POPULATION. 
OVER THE PURSUIT OF NEAR-PERFECT 

In addition to certain explicit constitutional and statutory requirements, the 

redistricting process is also governed by certain longstanding jurisprudential 

considerations. The United States Supreme Court has stated quite clearly that 

“mathematical nicety is not a constitutional requisite.” Remolds v. Sims, 377 U S .  

533, 569 (1964). The Supreme Court has specified that preservation of political 

subdivisions is a clearly legitimate policy in apportionment cases: 

To the extent that a citizen’s right to vote is debased, he is that much 
less a citizen. The fact that an individual lives here or there is not a 
legitimate reason for overweighting or diluting the efficacy of his 
vote. ... The Equal Protection Clause demands no less than 
substantially equal state legislative representation for all citizens. of 
all places as well as of all races. 

377 U.S. at 568 (emphasis added). After recognizing the importance of preserving 

the weight of each citizen’s vote, and the legitimacy of political subdivisions as a 

means of ensuring equal representation, the Court criticized districting that did not 

respect political subdivision boundaries: “Indiscriminate districting, without any 
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regard for political subdivision or natural or historical boundary lines, may be little 

more than an open invitation to partisan gerrymandering.” Id. at 578. Rather than 

ignoring political subdivision lines, the Court encouraged respect for them: 

A consideration that appears to be of more substance in 
justifying some deviations from population-based representation in 
state legislatures is that of insuring some voice to political 
subdivisions, as political subdivisions. 

- Id. at 580. This Court has also noted that maintaining the integrity of the state’s 

political subdivisions is a legitimate concern in redistricting. In re Constitutionality 

of Senate Joint Resolution 2G, 597 So. 2d 276,285 n. 14 (Fla. 1992). 

The United States Supreme Court also has held that, given the choice 

between numerical equality among districts and respect for political subdivisions’ 

voices, the latter may justify a departure from the former: ‘‘a desire to preserve the 

integrity of political subdivisions may justify an apportionment plan which departs 

from numerical equality.” Abate v. Mundt, 403 US.  182, 185 (1 97 1). In Brown v. 

Thomson, 462 US.  835 (1983), the Supreme Court again made it clear that the 

goal of achieving population equality among districts is not paramount: 

We have recognized that some deviations from population 
equality may be necessary to permit the States to pursue other 
legitimate objectives such as ‘maintain[ing] the integrity of various 
political subdivisions’ and ‘provid[ingJ for compact districts of 
contiguous territory. . . . As the Court stated in Gaffnev Tv. Cumrnings, 
412 U.S. 735, 749 (1973)1, ‘[aln unrealistic overemphasis on raw 
population figures, a mere nose count in the districts, may submerge 
these other considerations and itself furnish a ready tool for ignoring 
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factors that in day-to-day operation are important to an acceptable 
representation and apportionment arrangement. ’ 

Brown, 462 U.S. at 842. In Brown, the Supreme Court upheld a Wyoming 

apportionment plan that allocated at least one House of Representatives seat to 

each and every county, even the least populous county having less than half the 

“ideal” average population, and even though the result was a deviation averaging 

16% from exact population equality. 462 US.  at 838. In protecting the smallest 

county’s right to have a resident representative, the Wyoming Legislature found 

that “the opportunity for oppression of the people of this state or any of them is 

greater if any county is deprived a representative in the legislature than if each is 

guaranteed at least one (1) representative.” Id. at 840. The Supreme Court upon 

review agreed with these “substantial and legitimate state concerns,” upholding the 

apportionment plan in its respect for county lines. Id. at 843. 

The Supreme Court has expressly disapproved splitting up political 

subdivisions in a manner that deprives them of their respective political voices. In 

Mahan v. Howell, 410 U.S. 315 (1973), the Court upheld a judicially re-drawn 

Virginia apportionment plan because, in pertinent part, the plan originally devised 

by the General Assembly had divided Scott County voters into two separate 

districts, and Virginia Beach voters into two other districts, leaving all of the 

affected voters without a majority vote in any of the districts. 410 U.S. at 323-24. 

This is precisely the problem with Florida’s 2002 Plan as it affects Marion County, 
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dividing it among four separate Senate districts without giving Marion County 

voters a statistical majority in any of the four districts. The problem is exacerbated 

by the plan’s division of Ocala, Marion County’s largest municipality, into three 

separate districts. These divisions irrationally dilute Marion County’s vote. 

Faced with a similar flaw, the Supreme Court in Mahan rejected Virginia’s 

General Assemby apportionment plan, noting that the plan rendered Scott County 

voters’ “opportunity . . . to champion local legislation . . . virtually nil,” and 

“effectively disenfranchised” Virginia Beach voters relegated to numerical 

minority status in an adjoining district. Id. at 324. This disenfranchisement of 

voters by relegating them to numerical minority status affects voters of every race 

and political party. An analogy to the problem of racially discriminatory districting 

is instructive in identifying and avoiding this problem. In the case of racial 

discrimination, courts have recognized that merely insuring that individual 

members of a minority class have the right to vote is not enough. To protect the 

efficacy of their right to vote, their voting districts must be drawn so as to give 

them a meaninghl opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. While Marion 

County residents, as a whole, do not have the same legal status as minorities, they 

do have a right to votes not so diluted as to thwart any realistic opportunity to elect 

their own Senator. This important principle of protecting against vote dilution was 
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a significant factor in the Supreme Court’s approval of Virginia’s districts only 

after they had been judicially redrawn. Mahan, 410 U.S. at 324. 

In upholding Virginia’s districts as they were judicially redrawn, the 

Supreme Court relied upon its own precedents for the reasoning that “Local 

governmental entities are frequently charged with various responsibilities incident 

to the operation of state government.” Id. at 321 (citing Remolds, 377 U.S. at 580- 

81). See also In re Reapportionment, 2002 WL 100555 (Colo. Jan. 28, 2002) 

(invalidating reapportionment plan that crossed county lines and thus violated state 

constitutional preference for intact counties whenever possible to maintain five 

percent or lower level of numeric population deviation). 

The Attorney General in his brief to this Court recognizes both the validity 

of respecting political subdivision boundaries per se, and the utility of such respect 

in defeating claims of improper racial gerrymandering. [AG Br. 13.1 As the 

Attorney General notes, the Supreme Court looks to “traditional districting 

principles such as compactness, contiguity, and respect for political subdivisions” 

to weigh the validity of districting choices. Id. at 13-14 (quoting from Shaw v. 

Reno, 509 U S .  630, 647 (1993)). See also Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 901 

(1 995) (“traditional race-neutral districting principles” can defeat claim of racial 

gerrymandering). The Attorney General further notes that public input during the 

redistricting process often specified a strong public preference for respecting 

13 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 

political subdivision lines. CAE Br. 17-1 8.1 The Attorney General criticizes the 

2002 Plan in part for its excessive distance between portions of Senate District 27 

between Palm Beach County and Lee County [AG Br. 281, a distance far less than 

the reach of District 3 from Ocala in Marion County to Tallahassee in Leon 

County. The Attorney General cannot reconcile traditional districting principles 

with the 2002 Plan, and urges the Court to reject the 2002 Plan and require the 

Legislature to articulate consistent standards for redistricting decisions, specifically 

including “compactness, communities of interest, [and] respecting municipal and 

county boundaries.” [AG Br. 27-28.] Marion County agrees. 

These authorities make the unassailable point that respect for political 

subdivision boundaries is not only a legitimate factor in state districting, but that it 

must take precedence over strict numerical equality among districts when 

necessary to protect and preserve the voting voice of the citizens of each political 

subdivision. In this case, however, the 2002 Plan elevates numerical equality over 

the political voice of Marion County’s voters. This slavish adherence to numbers in 

total disregard for political subdivision boundaries - evident not only from the 

division of Marion County among four Senate districts but further emphasized by 

the division of Ocala into three districts - cannot withstand scrutiny. Perhaps this 

phenomenon is the result of the ready availability of sophisticated computer 

technology, which makes near-perfect numerical equality fairly easy to achieve 
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with the proverbial push of a button. Perhaps it is simply the result of predictable 

partisan gerrymandering intended to protect incumbents. Whatever the reason for 

it, the Florida Legislature’s slavish devotion to numerical accuracy at the expense 

of Marion County’s political voice is contrary to governing principles of 

constitutional fairness and equality, and should not be allowed to stand. The Court 

should reject the 2002 Plan as it affects Marion County, and afford the Legislature 

the opportunity to redraw the Plan to address this consideration. 

It can scarcely be gainsaid that Marion County is significant and unique in 

many respects, and that other counties with fewer such factors in their favor have 

long had resident Senators while Marion County has not. To summarize but a few 

factors about Marion County; it is among the state’s largest counties in terms of 

both geography and population; it has significant populations of both senior 

citizens and families with school-age children; it is home to the vast majority of the 

state’s significant horse farming industry and other major agricultural activities; 

and it encompasses significant and unique natural resources such as the Ocala 

National Forest and three First Magnitude Springs. Its political and civic leaders 

have put aside partisan politics to speak with a single voice in support of the effort 

to obtain a resident Senator to reflect fairly Marion County’s unique local 

concerns. The legislature’s decision to reject these factors and split Marion 
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County’s voters into four separate districts, not having majority influence in any of 

the four, runs afoul of the Equal Protection Clause. 

The Legislature’s apparent desire to achieve near-perfect population equality 

among the districts was improperly elevated over Marion County’s right to a 

meaningful political voice in the state Senate. It was not necessary to do so. 

Although certainly redistricting must honor the Fourteenth Amendment’s 

requirement of one person, one vote, the law allows far greater statistical deviation 

than the 2002 Plan achieved, considering deviations of 10% or less so minor as not 

to even raise a constitutional question. Brown v. Thomson, 462 U.S. at 842. What 

the Legislature did to Marion County was utterly unnecessary to achieving a 

legally valid population density in the affected districts. cf. In re Apportionment 

Law, 414 So. 2d 1040, 1045 (Fla. 1982) (noting that 1982 reapportionment plan 

had maintained the integrity of 44 of Florida’s 67 counties, and split counties only 

where necessary “principally because population was greater than the ideal number 

of people per district,” achieving a deviation more than three times greater than 

that achieved under the 2002 Plan). In a similar vein, there was no showing during 

the reapportionment process, and the evidence does not support a finding, that 

dividing Marion County among four senatorial districts was necessary to protect 

minority voting strength in the county or in surrounding areas. Cf. In re 

Constitutionalitv of Senate Joint Resolution 2G, 597 So. 2d at 285 n.14 (allowing 
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plan to split small cities into two districts because it was “an inevitable result of the 

legal requirements to draw district lines in such a manner as to provide significant 

minority voting strength”). Simply put, the Legislature had no good reason - no 

legally acceptable reason - to split Marion County into four state senatorial 

districts in a fashion that deprives Marion County voters of a resident Senator and 

any meaningful opportunity to influence the outcome of the Senate races in any of 

the four districts. 

CONCLUSION 

Marion County is the only county in the state divided into four Senatorial 

districts in which the county’s voters do not have a majority vote in any one of the 

districts. Marion County and the City of Ocala urge the Court to reject the 2002 

Plan as it relates to Marion County, and require the Legislature to redraw the plan 

to keep Marion County whole, thus affording its residents the opportunity to elect a 

resident Senator or a position of majority influence in at least one Senate district. 
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Marion County, with a cwrent population of nearly 265,000, is expected to grow an additional 20% 
by 20 10. Marion County’s population, based on the 2000 census is greater that any of the adjacent 
Counties where a significant boundary is shared (Alachua, Citrus, Lake, Levy, Putnam and Sumter). 
Marion County’s population, based on the 2000 census, accounts for approximately 27% of the total 
population in the seven County area. 

County Population Percent 

Alachua 217,955 22.6 

Citrus 1 1 X,085 12.3 

Lake 2 10,528 21.8 

Levy 34,450 3.6 

Marion 258,916 26.9 

” 

Putnam 70,423 7.3 

I Sumter I 53,345 I 
~~~~ 

Total 

5.5 

963,702 100 



Marion County has within its boundaries 3 First Magnitude Springs. First Magnitude Springs are 
springs with discharge of 100 cubic fee per second (cfs) or more. Marion County's 3 First 
Magnitude Springs are Silver Springs, Rainbow Springs and Silver Glen Springs. Combining the 
average discharge of these 3 springs results in a total of 1,695 cfs, significantly more that those 
located within any adjacent County. The combined total of all of the average discharge (cfsj 
from First Magnitude Springs in Alachua, Citrus, Lake, Levy, Putnam and Surnter is 2083 cfs. 

Alachua 

First Magnitude Sminm 

ALA 1 12971 9 406 Private 

Hornsby Spring 23 163 Private 

I I I I I I 

Total Alachua County Springs cfs 

Citrus Crystal River (Kings Bay) 2 

569 

916 State 

Homasassa Springs 20 175 State 

I I ChassahowitzkaSprings I 2s I 139 I State I 
Total Citrus County Springs cfs 

Lake Alexander Springs 29 

1,230 

120 Federal 

Total Lake County Springs cfs 

Levy Manatee Spring 18 
I c I 

120 

181 State 

Fannin Springs 

i sumter  1 NIA -- -- _" .- - 
Source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection, January 2000 

34 103 State 

Total Levy County Springs cfs 

Marion Silver Springs 3 

Rainbow Springs 4 

Silver Glen Springs 32 
-_I 

Total Marion County Springs cfs 

Putnam NIA -- 

284 

820 Statemrivate 

763 State 

112 Federal 

1,695 

*- -- 
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Total 

Approximately 1/3 or 33.6 percent of Marion County's total acreage is listed as either a state or 
federal recreation site. This includes the Cross Florida Greenway and the Ocala National Forest, as 
well as, many other sites of smaller acreage. 

345,706 

Federal Government 

Levy 

Marion 

Putnam 

Sumter 

549 9.0 157,376 14.0 

1,669 27.4 265,572 23.6 

39 1 6.4 85,794 7.6 

718 11.8 183.374 16.3 

Marion County has a larger number of f m i s  and more acreage in farmland than surrounding 
Counties. 

Total 

Farmland Per Counties 

6,096 100 1,124,s 12 100 

I Alachua I 1 ,086 I 17.8 I 198,193 I 17.6 I 
I citrus I 49,192 I 294 I 4.8 4.5 I 

1,389 22.8 I 185,311 I 16.5 I 
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Alachua 

Citrus 

Marion County has a significant number of citizens age 60 and over. 

27,563 10.3 

47,256 17.6 

I 1 I 

Levy 

Marion 

Putnam 

~~ ~ 

8,347 3.2 

79,142 29.5 

17,009 6.3 

Lake 

Total 

I 69,120 ~~ I 

267,935 100 

25.8 

~~ 

I Sumter I 19,498 -1 7.3 
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Alachua 

Citrus 

Domestic self-supplied water use includes withdrawals by residential and small commercial users (churches, 
convenience stores, restaurants) that are not served by a public water supply. The largest amount of 
freshwater withdrawn for domestic self-supplied purposes in 1995 within the State of Florida was Marion 
County (20 mgd). 

1-10 mgd 

1-10 mgd 

Levy 

Marion 

I Lake 

1-10 mgd 

10-50 mgd 

1-10 mgd 

Alachua 

Citrus 

Lake 

5,000-15,000 

15,000-30,000 

15,000-30,000 

I Putnarn 

Levy 

Marion 

Putnam 

1-10 mgd 

5,000-15,000 

45,000-60,000 

15,000-30,000 

I 1 
_ _ _ _ _ ~  

I 

Sumter 

I 0-1 mgd I Sumter I 

5,000- 15,000 

Source: Water Resources Atlas of Florida, 1998 

Citrus 

Lake 
-_------ --- 

The number of households served by individual wells and septic tank systems is significantly higher in 
Marion County than in surrounding Counties. 

10,000-50,000 

10,000-50,000 
I 

Marion c 50,000- 100,000 

Sumter 

Seatic Tanks. 1995 

10,000-50,000 

I I I 
I Alachua I 10,000-50,000 I 

I Levy I 10,000-50,000 I 

10,000-50,000 I Putnam 
&-- I 

I I 
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Marion County Board of County Commissioners 

About Marian County 

Marion County is the 5th largest county in the State of Florida encompassing 
1,652 square miles or 1.03 million acres. It is ranked as the 19th fastest 
growing area in the nation with a current population of 258,916. Although 
mostly rural, there are five incorporated cities within the County; Belleview, 
Dunnellon, McIntosh, Reddick, and Ocala which is the largest. 
Approximately 78% of the population lives in the unincorporated area. 

Recognized as an All-Arrierica City/Community and ranked by Money 
Magazine as the fifth best place to live, Marion County is best known for its 
crystal clear springs, unspoiled natural beauty, mild climate, and horses. 
Employment is primarily industrial, medical, and service related. It is 
centrally located with easy access to 1-75, US 27, US 441, SR 40, and SR 
200. 

This website is a public service. Read the Legal Disclaimer. 
Copyright 0 2001 Marion County, Florida 

Any questions, comments or suggestions 
about this site can be sent to the 

Page 1 of 1 

Marion C o m a  ~ Webmaslq 
revised 08/19/01 22:58:36 

http://www.marioncountyfll,org/aboutpage. htm 4/8/02 



COUNN 1990 
POP 

ALACHUA t81.596 

CITRUS 93,513 

152,104 

2591 2 
I 

MARION I 194.835 
I 

2000 
POP 

217,955 

118,085 

210,528 

34,450 

258,916 

70,423 

53,345 

POP # 
CHG 

36,359 

24,572 

58.424 

8,538 

64,081 

10,353 

21,768 
1 

68.9% i 71.200 i 80,300 I 89,800 I 99.200 I ~o'r.800 I .545.7 Mi2 I 44.775 
I I I I 

VOTING VOTING 
ELIGIBLE ELIGIBLE 
AGE 18+ AGE 18+ 

2010 ~ 2015 

201,215 21 3,453 

218,914 1 244,100 
1 
I 

33,474 I 36,817 
I 
I 

254,612 1 281 ,I 07 
I 

63,413 j 67,210 
I 

56,382 63,670 
I 

NUMBER 
HOUSE- 
HOLDS 

87,509 

52,634 

88,413 

13,867 

106,755 

27,839 

20,779 

I I I I I I I I I I I I 
443,343 1 72.060 I 19.6% I 512,000 I 574,700 I 618.800 I 618.800 I 650,700 I 1,105.9 Mi* I 353,481 I 306.036 I 435,556 I 184,723 

CONCLUSIONS: 

(1) Marion Cwnty has the largest population of all inland ownties under consideration. 
(2) Marion County has had the largest gown in population of all inland counties under consideration. 
(3) Marion County is projected lo be the most populated of all inland counties under consideration forthe next 30 years. 
(4) Marion County is the targest m n t y  in land area of all c w n k s  under consderation. 
(5) Marion County has the largest n u m k  of eligible voters of all inland axlnties under consideration and continues that Lead throughout 2015. 
(6) Marion County has tk targesl number of households of all inland cwnties under consideration. 
(7) Marion County has tk largest schwl-age (K-12) population of all inland counties under consideration. 
(8) Marion County is the largest collector of State Taxes (saks 8 use. motor vehicle tags and pari-mutual wagering) d all inland counties under consideration 
(9) Marion County has the largest amount of in-place personal income of all the inland cwnties under consideration. 

TOTAL SCHOOL STATE TAXES PERSOnAL 
C 0 L L E C T E D 

POPULATION ~ 19942000 1 INKE 1 AGE 
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I RESOLUTION 02-R- 27 
I 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNPl 
COMMISSIONERS OF MARION COUNTY, FLORIDA 

I 

I 

WHEREAS, parion County is currently represented by four Senators, none of whom 
reside in Marion County; and 

I 

WHEREAS, Marion County has a population of neady265,OOO and clearly desewes 
at least one resident Senator; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County has been one of the fastest growing areas in the nation 

WHEREAS, barion County’s population is 40% to 200% larger than surrounding 

over the  last 20 years and is expected to grow an additional 20% by 2010; and 

counties but those surrounding counties have resident Senaton; and 
I 

WHEREAS, Vlarion I county is geographically the fifth largest county in Florida: and 

County is “one community of interest” with unique 
and sociological issues, which are concerns shared by all of 

to resolve those issues. 
: 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Marian County, 
Florida, does herebg resolve that it is in the best interest of Marion County and alf of its 
citizens to have at least one resident Senator and urges the Legislature of the State of 
Florida to provide for; this occurrence in the current reapportionment process. 

DULY RESOIVED this 22“‘ day of January, 2002. 
i 

BOARD OF COUNlYCOMMlSSlONERS 
MARION COUNTY, FLORIDA 

A 

ATTEST: ! 

DAVID R. ELESPERMANN, CLERK 
! 
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Feh 13 0 2  01:lOp klein and k l c i n  352 732 7754 P *  2 

Harvey Klein 
State Committeeman 

Marion County 
Remblican Executive Committee 

333 Norlhwest 3rd Avenue * Ocala, Florida 34475 
(904) 732-7750 FAX: (904) 732-7754 

February 13, 2001 

Chairman and Committee Members 
Reappo r tio Ilrneril Committees 

Rear Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I recognize that th ls  is only one of inany letters that have been written to you in addition 
to various resolutions pleading that in the reapportionment process Marion County will be once 
again after many years in the position to have a State Senator who is a resident of Marion 
county. 

The purposc for this request is that Marion County is a commlunity of interests with 
unusual environmental, econurriical and sociological issues which are a concerii by all of our 
residents. 

Respectfully yours, 

HARVEY KYEIN 
STATE COMMITTEEMAN 

HRK/sg 

Paid for by Ihc Republican Party of Florida. Contributions are not tax deduaible. 
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02/13/2002 00: 30 3528619353 REGIONS OCALA PbGE 02 

MARION COUNTY 
DEMOCRATIC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

(352) 402-9494 
www m MarionCountyFloridaDems.org 

P m  Om BOX 6476, OCaIa, FL, 34478-6476 

January 23,2002 

The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL, 32399-1 100 

Dear Honorable Senators: 

We speak for over sixty thousand Democrats in Marion County when 
we ask to have a voice in Tallahasse from our own community. 

Marion County continues to grow and grow; yet for one of Florida’s 
fifteen most populous counties, the proposed plan leaves our 
residents with little or no chance to elect a Marion Countian to the 
state Senate, giving in to interests in several smaller counties whose 
needs will be different than ours. 

With issues such as protection of our water supply, the Rodman 
Reservoir, the equine industry, growth, and healthcare, Marion 
County’s issues are as individual as the Senator that should speak to 
them in Tallahassee. We must not have our needs divided up among 
three or four senators who will place a higher priority on a larger 
block of voters. 

On behalf our of committee, we strongly object: to the current plan 
and ask that lines be redrawn to provide Marion County with a voice 
in the State Senate. 
Thank you, 

Kenneth R. Nadeau, County Chairman 
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Clerk of the Circuit Court 
Marion County 

Post Office Box 1030 Ocala, Florida 34478-1030 

David R. Ellspermam 
C h k  of the Circuit C a r t  

Telephone (352) 62s.3904 
Facsimile (352) 62&3300 

February 13,2002 

The Honorablc Legislature of Florida 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

Dear Chairperson and Committee Members: 

I support Marion County’s efforts to obtain individual rcpresentation for a Marion County 
State Senate District. Marion County has unique economic, social and environmental issues that 
would best be addressed with at least one local Senator. 

Sincerely, 

David R. Ellspermam 
Clerk of the Circuit Court 

DRWppm 
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VZLLILXE M. SMITH, CFA, ASA 
PROPERTY APPRAISER 

MARION COUNTY, FLORIDA 

1' 

February 13,2002 

The Honorable Senators of tlie State of Florida 
The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Strcet 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1 100 

Dear Honorable Senators: 

Many problems facing Marion County today arc problems unique to this county. Whether it's 
conserving our water resources, administering to OUT diversified agricultural cornmi~d~ty or 
working with State and Federal Agcncics with their vast land holdings and projects. These 
problems can best be addressed by someone who lives in Marion County. 

Therefore, I respectfully ask the Florida Lcgislature to consider providing for at least onc rcsident 
Senator in the current reapportionment proccss. 

VilGe M. Smith, CFA, ASA 
Marion County Property Appraiser 

501 S.E. Z5thAVENUE P.0. BOX 486 OCALA. FL 34478-0486 ( 3 5 2 )  368-8300 FAX (352)  368-8336 
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February 13,2002 

The Honorable Senators of the State of Florida 
The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1 100 

Dear Senator: 

As a Constitutional Officer of Marion County, I strongly support the 
resolution of the Board of County Commissioners 02-R-27 which resolves that 
Marion County needs m e  resident Senator and urges the Legislature of the 
State of Florida to provide for this occurrence in the current reapportionment 
process. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ed Dean, Sheriff 

D h  

ED DEAN, SHERIFF 

P.0. Box 1987, Omla, Florida 34478 
Ph. (352) 7328181 

Civil (352) 620-3606 Emergency Management (352) 622-3205 Jail (352) 361-8077 



Thomas “Mac” Olson 

Tax Collector 

@ffice @f artx aarrectar 
PH: 352.368.8200 
FAX 352.368.2979 

P.O. Box 970 
Ocala, Florida 34478-0970 

February 13,2002 

The Honorable Senators of the State of Florida 
The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, F1 32399-1 100 

Dear Honorable Senators: 

As the Marion County Tax Collector, I strongly support the effort to provide for one 
resident Senator for Marion County. Our geographic location, importance to the horse 
industry and our growth seems to merit representation from a person who lives here. 

Presently, we are represented by four Senators who live in smaller, distant counties. I 
respectfully ask the Florida Legislature to consider a reapportionment, which would 
allow for “local” representation. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas “Mac” Olson, 
Marion County Tax Collector 

FC3 SE 25 AVO 

PO Box 970 
Ocala FL 34478-0970 

13521 368.8200 
8 COAM - 4 30PM 

V/eekdays 

Belleview Branch 
Northside Plaza 

10934 SW US 441 
Belleview. FL 34421 

(352) 245-3395 
8 30AM - 4:30PM 

Weekdays 

Dunnellen Branch 
Food Lion Shopping Center 

11223 N Wllliemr St 
Ounnellon, FL 34431 

8:3OAM - 4.30PM 
Wsskdays 

(352) 489-431 7 

Forest Branch 
Forest Cantar 

15956 E SR 40 
Silver Springs, FL 34488 

(352) 625.1950 
8:30AM - 4:30PM 

Weshdays 

SR 200 Branch 
Jasmine Square 
6154 SW SR 200 
Ocala. FL 34476 
(352) 873.3113 

8,30AM - 4:30PM 
Weekdays 



DUNNELLON, FLORIDA 34431 

Marion County 
Board of County Commissioners 
Randy Harris, Chairman 
601 S.E. 25th Avenue 
Ocala, Florida 3447 1 

Dear Mr. Harris: 

Pursuant to your letter dated February 1,2002, enclosed please find an original 
Proclamation #02-02, a proclamation of the City Council of the City of Dunnellon, 
Florida, urging Florida’s lawmakers to make Marion County the majority representative 
in a State Senate District. 

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Thank you. 

Assistant City Clerk 

Ar;nob 
Enc . 
\\Dpdc\company\Uscr.Nancy\m,cty.comm.rHams.proc02.02.ltr.03 .04.02.doc 

CITY CLERK UTILITY SERVICE & BILLING POLICE DEPARTMENT PUBLIC SERVICES 
(352) 489-2423 (352) 489-2424 (352) 489-2201 (352) 489- 2992 

FAX (352) 489-0105 FAX (352) 489-01 05 FAX (352) 465-0829 FAX (352) 465-1 487 
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PROCLAMATION #02-02 

A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
DUNNELLON, FLORIDA, URGING FLORIDA'S LAWMAKERS TO 
MAKE MARION COUNTY THE MAJORITY REPRESENTATIVE IN A 
STATE SENATE DISTRICT. 

WHEREAS, the Marion County School Board desires to lead the state in raising student 
performance; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County is geographically the fifth largest county in Florida, 
creating large-scale transportation challenges; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County's population continues to be among the fastest-growing 
counties in the state of Florida; and 

WHEREAS, the Marion County School Board desires a strong, primary voice for 
concerns of local importance; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County needs to be the majority representative in a Senate District 
to advocate concerns for Marion County; 

NOW, THEREFOFW BE IT PROCLAIMED, that the City Council of the City of 
Dunnellon, Florida urges Florida's lawmakers to make Marion County the majority 
representative in a State Senate district. 

PASSED and PROCLAIMED this 25th day of February 2002. 
/ 

DUNNELLON CITY COUNCIL 

'7 

.- I \  B 
ATTEST: RICK HANCOCK, Councilman 
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FEB-14-2002 THU 01 :47 PM 

February 14,2002 

FAX NO. 

OWICE OF THE MAYOR 
P,O. BOX 1270,0cALA, FLORIDA 34478.1270 

FW (352) 629-8391 
Office: (352) 629-8401 

P, 01 . .  

Honorable John F. Laurent 
Chairman, Senate Redistricting Committee 
Room 216, SOB 
404 S. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1 100 

Dear Senator Laurent: 

Marion County is represented by four Sent xs, non of whom reside in Marion County. 
Our population is at least 40% larger than surrounding counties who have resident 
Senators and our population is expected to grow an additional 20% by 2010. Marion 
County is geographically the fifth largest county in Florida. 

The Mayor of Ocala and the Qcala City Council feel that it is in the best interest of 
Marion County and all of its citizens to have at least one resident Senator. We urge the 
Senate Redismcting Committee to consider our prominence in the State when 
deliberating on the reapportionment process. 

Gerald K. Ergle 
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FEE-13-2002 WED 02:29 PM 

OCALA CITY COUNCIL 

Fax (352) 629-8391 Suncorn 654-8401 

P.0. BOX 1270, OCALA, FLORIA 34478-1270 
(352) 6294401 

Oeh-Marion County 

January 23,2002 

The Honorable Representatives of the Stam of Florida 
Florida House of Representatives 
402 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399- I 100 

Dear Honorable Rcpresentatives of the State of Florida: 

Currently Marion County is repmented by four Senators, none of whom reside in Marion County. Marian County has a 
population of 265,000 and has been, over the last 20 years, one of the fastest growing areas in the nation. The population of 
Marion County is a[ lwt 40% larger then surrounding counries who have resident Senators. Marion County is expected m grow 
an additional 20% by 2010 and is geographially the fifth largest county in Florida. 

The Mayor of Ocaln and the Ocala City Council feel that it is in thc best intemst of Marion County and all of its citizens to have 
at least ooe residem Senator. We urge the Legislamre of  the State of Florida to consider our promincncc in the State when 
delhating QTI the current reapportionmerlt process. 

I 

Councilwoman 

Mayor 
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Feb-13-02 03:19P C i t y  o f  Belleview FL 352 2456532 

CITY OF BELLEVIEW 
5343 S.E. Abshier Boulevard 9 Belleview, Florida 34420 

Telephone: (352)  245-7021 Fax: (352) 245-6532 

February 13,2002 

The Honorable Senators of the State of Florida 
404 South Monroe Street 
'Tallahassee, FL 32399- 1 100 

Dear Honorable Senators of the State of Florida: 

P . 0 2  

I ,  Paul Anderson, Mayor of City of Belleview, Jarion County, Florida, recommend that IL 

would be in the best interest to the citizens of Marion County to have at least one resident 
senator. As it stands now, none of the present senators actually reside in Marion County. 

I am surc you are aware that Marion County is growing at a rapid rate and is the fifth largest 
county in Florida. It seems not only advisable but also practical to have a resident senator for 
such a large populated area that will only continue to grow. 

I urge the Legislature of the State of Florida to consider our request to have o resident senator in 
Marion County when discussions are held on the reapportionment process. 

Sincerely, 

Paul B. Anderson 
Mayor 
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Feb-21-02 03:37P c i t y  of- Belleview FL 352 2456532 P . 0 1  

RESOLUTION 02-02 

A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND 
CITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF BE1,LEVIEW 

MARION COUNTY, FLORIDA 

WHEREAS, Marion County currently has four Senators, none of whom reside in 
Marion County; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County has been one of the fastest growing populations in the 
nation over the last 20 years and is expected to continue to grow; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County is larger than surrounding counties of which have 
resident Senators; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County is the fifth largest county in Florida which creates 
challenges and issues to the county for its resources; and 

WHEREAS, Marion County, needs a strong voice for concerns of importance to its 
constituents. 

Now, therefore, the Mayor and the Commissioners of the City of Belleview, of 
Marion County, Florida, do hereby resolve that it is in the best interest of Mmrion County 
and all of its citizens to have a resident Senator and would urge the Legislature of the State 
of Florida to provide for this request in the current reapportionment process. We have 
subscribed our names and have caused the Omcial Seal of the City of Belleview to be 
hereunto affixed on this 19th day of February, 2002. 

n 

PAUL B. ANDERSON 
MayorKommissioner 

City Cle rWAd min ist rator 



Your Community O a n e d  Hospital  Since 1198 

131 SW 15th Street PO Box 6000 Ocala, Florida 34478 (352) 351-7200 
www.MunroeRegional.com 
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. _ _  
[352 ]  629-2757 

[352] 629-1581 FAX 
www.ocalaedc.org 

marketing @ ocalaedc, org 

February 13,2002 

Honorable John F. Laurent 
Chairman, Senate Redistricting Committee 

and Committee Members 
Room 216, Senate Office Building 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1 100 

Chairman Laurent and members: 

The Ocala/Marion County Economic Development Council is deeply interested in the issue 
recently raised by Randy Harris, our County Commission Chairman. In his letter of 
January 30, 2002, Commissioner Harris wrote about Marion County’s need and desire to 
have a resident Senator. 

As the agency responsible for promoting Marion County for economic growth and vitality we 
certainly understand the desirability of having one our County’s residents in a position to 
speak for the whole county. Currently Marion County is divided into three separate districts, 
each encompassing a small piece of Marion County and a section of one or more 
neighboring counties. Commissioner Harris, as well as his fellow commissioners, is 
charged with the task of providing leadership and vision to the residents of Marion County. 
To do so they must have support from the State’s legislative bodies. An important part of 
that support comes from having a resident Senator responsible to the people of Marion 
County. 

The existing apportionment causes Marion County’s citizens to suffer from a lack of 
representation as it does citizens of those adjoining counties that currently share their 
Senator. With a 2000 Census of more than a quarter million people, (258,916) Marion 
County would seem to stand as a central location of representative redistricting rather than 
the out-skirts of some other area. 

We hope you will consider Commissioner Harris’ letter as well as ours when redistricting is 
cons id e red. 

/ -  ’ Peter Tesch 
PresidenVCEO 
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Marion County Builders Association 
409 N.E. 36th Avenue 
Ocala, Florida 34470 

(352) 694-41 33 
FAX (352) 694-5971 

EMAIL: marioncountyba.com 

February 14,2002 

Dear Chairperson and Committee Members: 

On behalf of the 3 50 member firms of the Marion County Builders Association, we 
encowage you to we “common sense” and not “politics” in the Senate redistricting of 
Marion County. 

It seems the Senate Redistricting Committee does not have the best interest, or any 
interest, in providing m e  representation for our County. Marion County is one of the 
fasting growing areas not only in Florida, but our nation. How do you justify that the fifth 
largest county in Florida with a population of 265,000 citizens, has no resident Senate 
representation? 

Please reconsider and be fair in your decision. All that we ask is that we be treated fairly 
and equitably. The proposed Senate District Map for Marion County is unacceptable and 
if adopted most likely will end up in the judicial system for intervention. Lets save the 
taxpayer’s dollar and do what is right! 

Thank you for your t ime and consideration, The Marion County Builders Association 
looks forward to your response. 

Sincerely , 

.,/ 

Affiliated With The National Association Of Home Builders and Florida Home Builden Association 
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MARION COUNTY ROAD BUILDERS ASSOCIATION 
P. 0. BOX 2973 

OCALA, FLORIDA 34478 

February 13,2002 

Dear Chairperson & Committee Members, 

As a way of introduction I would like to say that we are a very active association in 
Marion County. 
We have 85 members which represent well over 2000 jobs in the county. 

We are in total support of senate redistricting for Marion County. We are one of the 
fastest growing counties in the state and we feel that being represented by senators that 
reside in our county is imperative to our future growth, 

Randy Harris’s position has the fidl support of our entire membership. 

Sincerely, 
/ 

Allan Ward 
President 
Mation County Road Builders Association 
Telephone # 352-873-3444 

002 

I 
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Februaty 13,2002 

Marion County Board of County Commissioners 
601 S.E. 25' Avenue 
Ma, Florida 34471 

The Dunnellon Area Chamber of Commerce strongly supports your efforts as Chairman of the 

Maxion County Commissioners in the Commissioners recommendation to the Florida legislature 

that residency be a requirement fox representation of Marion County in the final reapportionment 

of m a t e  districts, 

Dm Koppler 
Executive Director 
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A United Way Agency 

February 13.2002 

Honorable Senators and Representatives 
The Florida Legislature 
404 South Monroe St. 
Tallahassee. F1. 32399-1 100 

Dear Senators and Representatives: 

Marion County has both the geographic and population size to deserve to rank high on the list of 
counties that should have resident representation. Additionally, of Marion County’s population of 
nearly 265,000 citizens, nearly 32% are seniors-above the state average of 23% and well above 
the percentages of most of our surrounding Senate district counties. Such demographics truly 
define a unique “community of interest” in Marion County that deserves to be recognized with 
local representation. 

Please consider the demographics of such a large constituency in your redistricting effort and 
create Senate district lines that will allow for a residential Senator from Marion County who can 
fully appreciate the interests of our citizens, including seniors, and represent those interests in the 
Legislature. 

Sincerely, 

Gail Cross, Executive Director 

Funded through The Department of Eider Affairs 9 State of Florida Florida Department Children & Families Services 9 Florida Department of Transportation 
Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged United Way County Commission Community Support Client Contributions 
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W O N  COUNTY FARM ]BUREAU 
5800 S.W. 2Oh Street, Oclla, FL 34474 Phone (352) 237-2124 

Feb 15,2002 

Dear Chairperson and Committee Members, 

On February 1 1. ,2002, the Marion County Farm Bureau Board of Directors, representing over 
4,200 members in Marion County, voted unanimously to support the efforts of the Republican 
and Democratic parties of Marion County and the Marion County commission to have a Senate 
seat for Marion County.. 
Under the present plan, Marion County has four senators and eight house members representing 
our citizens. Distrxct 24, currently held by Dennis Baxley, is the only Seat which is represented 
by a resident of Marion County, Under the present plan only Dennis BaxIey knows our needs for 
Marion County as he lives here and h o w s  his constituency. Marion County should not be 
fragmented like we we. 
Over 260,000 people live in our county with many rural and urban problems that need a resident 
senate seat representing Marion County in Tallahassee. 
Marion County Farm Bureau believes we have not been treated fairly in the past and 
recommends that in the new districtiiig plan we should have a senate district for Marion County 
with a resident senator living and representing our citizens in Tallahassee. 

Respect€ully Submitted 

Richard Barber 
Legislative Chairman 
Mtvion County Farm Bureau Board of Directors 
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14S1 SW First Avenue 
P,O. Box 2200, Ocala, Florida 34478 
1352) #L-1000 
www.ocalaregional.com 

February 13,2002 

The Honorable Senators of the State of Florida 
The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1 100 

Dear Senators: 

I feel it is in the  best interest of Marion County to have at least. one resident 
Senator. Currently four Senators, none of whom live in Marion County, represent 
this county. 

With a population of approximately 265,000 and one of the  fastest growing areas 
in the nation, Marion County is desewing of a resident Senator in Tallahassee. 
The population of Marion County is at lest 40 percent larger than surrounding 
counties who have resident Senators. In addition, Marion County is expected to 
grow an additional 20 percent by 2010 and is geographically the fifth largest 
county in Florida. 

t encourage you to ensure at least one resident Senator for Marion County as 
you deliberate on reapportionment. 

S incerelv, 

Stephen *+ W. Ma an 
Chief Executive Officer 
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Central Florida Community College 
Office of the President 

February 14,2002 

The Honorable Senators of the State of Florida 
The Florida Senate 
404 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee FL 32399- 1 100 

Dear Honorable Senators of the State of Florida: 

While the four Senators who have part of their district in Marion County do 
their best to represent the county, we have no Senator whose primary 
concern is for Marion County. Marion County has grown dramatically 
during the past decade, and will continue to do so. 

On behalf of Central Florida Community College, I encourage you to 
redistrict the Statc in a way that provides at least one resident Senator for 
Marion County. Thank you for considering this request. 

Sincerely, 

Charles R. Dassance 
President 

Post Office Box 1-388 - Ocala, Florida 34478 
(352) 873.5835 * Fax (352) 237.1795 SUNCOM 897-131 1 - rmnil; dassPt~ccci,3cfcc.cc.fl.tls 

-An Equal Opportunity Cdker I 
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Ikbruary 13,2002 

Mr. Randy Harris 
Marion County Commission 
601 SE 25Ih Avcnue 
Ocala, Florida 3447 1 

Subject: Marian County Rcapporthment 

I Dear Commissioner IIarris: 

The Ocala/Marion County Chamber of Commerce appreciates and aoknowledgcs thc cfforts and 
work of our delegation in meeting a wide variety ofintcrcsts from such a large population. We 
thank them for their diligence in mccting thc many needs of our area. 

As OUT community grows, the strain on our delegates increases. The OcaldMarion County i , 
Chamber of Commerce has expressed conccrn for the allocation of reprcscntativcs and senators b 
the Florida Legislature. To facilitate and assist our delegation, the Chamber has expressed thc 
need for a majority of the constituent basc of our representatives bc from Marion County. Such 411 
allocation will allow for a strongcr Marion County vaicc in the positions ol'krcd by these 
representatives. 

With e growing population approaching 300,000, it appears to be prudcnt and ppparent that MeriKm 
County is qualified as its own Senutorial District. Our community is a dynamic ,and growing &CU 
in citizcn residency and cconomic development. We do not cxpect this trend to be reduced in the 
near future. 

The OcnldMarion County Cbambcr of Coiiiinerce has shared this position with our delcgates at ' 

community and rcapportionment meetings. As always, the Chamber is here to assist thc positive 
dcvelopment of the Marion County communily. 

Sincerely, 

I President 

110 East Silver Springs Boulevard. Ocala, Florida 34470 
Tel: 1352) 629-8051 - Fax: (352) 629 7651 - www.ocalacc.com 
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Duval 
Flagler 
Putnam 
St. Johns 
Vol usia 
District 2 

Escambia 
Holrnes 
Okaloosa 
Santa Rosa 
Walton 
Washington 
District 3 
Baker 
Citrus 
Columbia 
Dixie 
Ham i It0 n 
Jefferson 
Lafayette 
Leon 
Levy 
Madison 
Marion 
Suwannee 
Taylor 
District 4 

Escambia 
Okaloosa 
Santa Rosa 
Walton 
District 5 
Clay 
Duval 
Nassau 
St. Johns 
District 6 

Bay 

Bay 

329,671 82.5% 42.3% 238,093 82.0% 41.5% 174,281 82.6% 41.1% 39,571 83.5% 26.0% 114,024 82.9% 53.9% 
6,380 1.6% 12.8% 4,699 1.6% 11.5% 3,353 1.6% 10.0% 

13,332 3.3% 18.9% 9,868 3.4% 18.6% 7,183 3.4% 17.8% 

32.971 8.3% 7.4% 25.111 8.7% 7.1% 15.249 7.2% 5.8% 
17,209 4.3% 14.0% 12,514 4.3% f3.2% 10,815 5.1% 12.1% 

399,543 299,064 239,263 
13,715 3.4% 9.3% 9,878 3.3% 8.8% 6,552 2.7% 7.1% 

193,859 48.5% 65.8% 146,594 49.0% 65.1% 109,907 45.9% 64.1% 
18,564 4.6% 100.0% 14,279 4.8% 100.0% 10,318 4.3% 100.0% 
49,877 12.5% 29.3% 36,204 12.1% 28.2% 33,484 14.0% 30.1% 
71,691 17.9% 60.9% 52,432 17.5% 60.6% 45,315 18.9% 58.3% 
30,864 7.7% 76.0% 23,609 7.9% 74.2% 19,304 8.1% 68.5% 
20,973 5.2% 100.0% 16,068 5.4% 100.0% 14,383 6.0% 100.0% 

399,512 31 6,022 254,485 
22,259 16,141 12,354 

16,438 4.1% 29.1% 12,052 3.8% 28.6% 9,311 3.7% 29.9% 
13,827 3.5% 100.0% 10,772 3.4% 100.0% 10,460 4.1% 100.0% 
13,327 3.3% 100.0% 10,190 3.2% 100.0% 7,103 2.8% 100.0% 
4,008 1.0% 31.1% 3,080 1.0% 30.9% 2,617 1.0% 32.1% 
7,022 1.8% 100.0% 5,499 1.7% 100.0% 4,034 1.6% 100.0% 

108,444 27.1% 91.8% 89,552 28.3% 91.6% 74,554 29.3% 91.6% 

36,611 9.2% 15.3% 29,123 9.2% 15.5% 24,302 9.5% 16.7% 
12,305 3.1% 35.7% 9,595 3.0% 36.5% 7,206 2.8% 38.6% 
1,891 0.5% 10.1% 1,454 0.5% 10.4% 1,110 0.4% 10.7% 

109,280 27.4% 42.2% 87,564 27.7% 43.0% 68,611 27.0% 46.5% 
34,844 8.7% 100.0% 26,475 8.4% 100.0% 20,519 8.1% 100.0% 
19,256 14,525 12,304 

399,586 306,852 260,972 
122,625 30.7% 82.7% 93,907 30.6% 83.4% 80,254 30.8% 86.5% 
100,551 25.2% 34.2% 78,545 25.6% 34.9% 61,493 23.6% 35.9% 
120,621 30.2% 70.7% 92,161 30.0% 71.8% 77,903 29.9% 69.9% 
46,052 11.5% 39.1% 34,042 11.1% 39.4% 32,463 12.4% 41.7% 

9,737 2.4% 24.0% 8,197 2.7% 25.0% 8,859 3.4% 31.5% 
399,573 292,315 233,528 
110,772 27.7% 78.7% 79,550 27.2% 78.4% 68,954 29.5% 79.4% 
229,198 57.4% 29.4% 170,294 58.3% 29.7% 129,802 55.6% 30.6% 
38,429 9.6% 66.6% 27,785 9.5% 64.3% 19,987 8.6% 58.6% 
21.174 5.3% 47.2% 14.686 5.0% 15 5Y-i 14.785 6.3% 16.6% ._ . . .- _ _  . - - _  _._ .-  . _  ._ . .. - - 2 -  - -  - ,  - 

399,586 309,011 234,060 

1,036 2.2% 7.5% 
1,339 2.8% 12.9% 
3,267 6.9% 7.4% 
2,196 4.6% 2.2% 

92,090 
2,123 2.3% 6.2% 

40,588 44.1% 58.1% 
1,292 1.4% 100.0% 

17,887 19.4% 28.8% 

5,252 5.7% 52.9% 
22,192 24.1% 54.8% 

2,756 3.0% 100.0% 
81,201 

1,685 
30,548 

1,963 
1,088 

71 9 
381 
319 

6,583 
1,783 

178 
29,807 
4,459 

2.1 % 
37.6% 
2.4% 
1.3% 
0.9% 
0.5% 
0.4% 
8.1 Yo 
2.2% 
0.2% 

36.7% 
5.5% 

100.0% 
92.2% 
23.9% 

100.0% 
100.0% 
30.9% 

100.0% 
16.6% 

13.8% 
47.3% 

100.0% 

39.8% 

1,688 2.1% 100.0% 
127,526 
30,946 

44,272 34.7% 71.2% 
18,313 14.4% 45.2% 

29,323 23.0% 41.9% 

4,672 
I 13,752 
39,441 
58,355 51.3% 38.4% 
7,518 6.6% 54.0% 
8,438 

48,879 

1,818 1.3% 13.5% 
5,236 3.8% 20.5% 
5,931 4.3% 19.8% 

10,601 7.7% 9.3% 

3,398 2.9% 7.7% 
119,173 

55,730 46.8% 71.1% 
8,606 7.2% 100.0% 

10,259 8.6% 33.1% 
18,209 15.3% 67.7% 
12,279 10.3% 82.7% 
10,692 9.0% fOO.O% 

140,734 
10,263 7.3% 
30,733 21.8% 
6,558 4.7% 

6,112 4.3% 
2,053 1.5% 
3,608 2.6% 

14,932 10.6% 
4,762 3.4% 

27,167 19.3% 
14,585 10.4% 
10.110 7.2% 

8,959 6.4% 

892 0.6% 

100.0% 
91.2% 
33.1% 

100.0% 
100.0% 
31.8% 

100.0% 
17.3% 
37.8% 
10.2% 
44.1% 

100.0% 
100.0% 

91,487 
36,819 
22,706 24.8% 28.9% 
20,691 22.6% 66.9% 
8,702 9.5% 32.3% 
2,569 

86,524 

53,315 61.6% 25.2% 
10,409 12.0% 64.1% 
4.055 4.7% 13.6% 

18,745 2 1 . 7 ~ ~  75.7% 

, - - -  

162,459 
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Calhoun 
Franklin 
Gadsden 
Gulf 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Leon 
Liberty 
Madison 
Wakulla 
District 7 
Clay 
Marion 
Putnam 
Vo I us i a 
District 8 
Duval 
Flagler 
Nassau 
St. Johns 
Volusia 
District 9 
Orange 
Osceola 
Seminole 
District 10 
Hillsborough 
Pasco 
Polk 
District I1 
Citrus 
Hernando 
Pasco 
Pinellas 
District 12 
Hillsboroug h 
Pasco 
District 13 
Pinellas 

13,017 3.3% 100.0% 9,996 3.2% 100.0% 7,234 3.1% 100.0% 
9,829 2.5% 100.0% 7,840 2.5% 100.0% 7,578 3.2% 100.0% 

45,087 l f .3% 100.0% 33,168 10.7% 100.0% 26,229 11.2% 100.0% 
14,560 3.6% 100.0% 17,665 3.8% 100.0% 9,914 4.2% 
46,755 11.7% 100.0% 36,306 11.7% 100.0% 23,979 10.2% 

8,894 2.2% 68.9% 6,892 2.2% 69.1% 5,541 2.4% 

7,021 1.8% 100.0% 5,490 1.8% 100.0% 3,753 1.6% 
16,842 4.2% 89.9% 12,543 4.1% 89.6% 9,272 4.0% 
22,863 5.7% 100.0% 16.999 5.5% 100.0% 13.376 5.7% 

202,841 50.8% 84.7% 159,322 51.6% 84.5% 121,198 51.8% 

00.0% 
00.0% 
67.9% 
83.3% 
00.0% 
89.3% 
00.0% 

399,552 317,415 236,829 
30,042 7.5% 21.3% 21,879 6.9% 21.6% 17,905 7.6% 20.6% 
80,430 20.1% 31.1% 61,931 19.5% 30.4% 44,239 18.7% 30.0% 
40,319 10.3% 57.3% 30,646 9.7% 57.7% 23,480 9.9% 58.3% 

248,761 62.3% 56.1% 202,959 63.9% 57.4% 151.205 63.8% 58.0% 
399,568 310,802 246,725 
220,010 55.1% 28.2% 165,501 53.2% 28.8% 119,846 48.6% 28.3% 
43,452 10.9% 87.2% 36,208 11.6% 88.5% 30,113 12.2% 90.0% 
19,234 4.8% 33.4% 15,439 5.0% 35.7% 14,106 5.7% 41.4% 
84,752 21.2% 68.8% 67,536 21.7% 71.3% 63,533 25.8% 71.3% 
32,f20 8.0% 7.2% 26.118 8.4% 7.4% 19.127 7.8% 7.3% 

399,552 300,098 195,472 
339,181 84.9% 37.8% 255,503 85.1% 38.l% 164,228 84.0% 40.7% 
31,442 7.9% 18.2% 23,333 7.8% 18.5% 13,857 7.1% 15.1% 
28,929 7.2% 7.9% 21,262 7.1% 7.8% 47.387 8.9% 9.1% 

399,547 297,572 207,551 
322,374 80.7% 32.3% 237,154 79.7% 31.8% 164,670 79.3% 33.2% 
49,643 12.4% 14.4% 41,226 13.9% 15.0% 29,314 14.1% 13.2% 
27,530 6.9% 5.7% 19,192 6.4% 5.2% 13,567 6.5% 5.1% 

399,543 326,209 280,057 
9,641 2.4% 8.2% 8,203 6,826 

59,342 14.9% 45.4% 49,480 15.2% 46.6% 45,577 16.3% 47.7% 
183,430 45.9% 53.2% 151,105 46.3% 54.9% 124,066 44.3% 55.9% 

117,427 103,588 
300,646 220,649 
21 7,726 152,219 
82,920 68,430 

332,772 258,133 
399,563 100.0% 43.4% 332,772 100.0% 44.7% 258.133 100.0% 44.9% 

614 1.3% 
1,039 2.1% 
2,636 5.4% 
1,623 3.3% 
3,919 8.0% 

853 1.7% 

166 0.3% 
1,113 2.3% 
2.560 5.2% 

33,123 67.8% 

100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
69.1% 
83.4% 

100.0% 
86.2% 

100.0% 
95,030 

9,332 
20,016 21.1% 31.8% 
6,249 6.6% 60.0% 

59,433 
114,094 
54,071 
12,722 11.2% 92.5% 
6,399 5.6% 46.0% 

8,206 
90,252 
75,446 

10,012 
83,893 
69,100 82.4% 38.0% 
11,782 14.0% 13.1% 
3.01 1 3.6% 2.9% 

32,696 28.7% 73.6% 

4,794 5.3% 14.7% 

1221269 
2,597 2.1% 7.0% 

20,377 16.7% 50.0% 
50,576 41.4% 56.1% 
48.719 39.8% 20.1% 
87,856 
59,998 68.3% 33.0% 
27,858 31.7% 30.9% 

1 15,388 
115,388 700.0% 47.7% 

6,359 3.9% 
6,127 3.8% 

22,311 13.7% 
7,806 4.8% 

18,951 11.7% 
4,394 2.7% 

3,512 2.2% 
7,843 4.8% 

71,208 43.8% 

100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
68.2% 
82.7% 

100.0% 
89.8% 

9,949 6.1% 100.0% 
1 02,646 

6,023 
18,161 17.7% 29.5% 
14,769 14.4% 57.9% 
63,693 
89,321 
44,404 
11,621 13.0% 86.5% 
5,822 6.5% 35.9% 

19,934 22.3% 66.6% 
7,540 

66,700 
57,096 
5,219 7.8% 13.6% 
4,385 

83,764 
63,225 
11,845 14.1% 13.3% 
8,694 

100,975 
2,983 3.0% 8.8% 

17,219 17.1% 45.2% 
49,919 49.4% 56.2% 
30.854 30.6% 14.4% 
88,417 
61,298 69.3% 27.8% 
27,119 30.7% 30.5% 
90,410 
90.410 400.0% 42.2% 
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Percentages of District PopulationsNoters ty and of County Po (Census and Elections of 2000) 
District Total % of VotingAge % o f  Total Reg % o f  Democrat %of  % of 

Population District Population District Voters District Req Voters District Counw 

Alachua 
Bradford 
Columbia 
Gilchrist 

Marion 
Putnam 
Union 
District 15 
Hem and o 
Lake 
Osceola 
Polk 
Sumter 
District 16 
Hillsborough 
Pinellas 
District 17 
Desoto 
Glades 
Hardee 
Highlands 
Okeecho bee 
Polk 
St. Lucie 
District 18 
Hillsborough 
Manatee 
Pinellas 
District 19 
Orange 
Osceola 
District 20 
Lake 
Marion 
Seminole 
Sumter 
Volusia 
District 21 

Levy 

217,955 54.5% 100.0% 174,017 55.7% 100.0% 120,978 56.5% 100.0% 
26,088 6.5% 100.0% 20,363 6.5% 100.0% 14,311 6.7% 100.0% 
40,075 10.0% 70.9% 30,124 9.6% 71.4% 21,811 10.2% 70.1% 
14,437 3.6% 100.0% 10,908 3.5% 100.0% 6,879 3.2% 100.0% 
22,145 5.5% 64.3% 16,724 5.4% 63.5% 11,463 5.4% 61.4% 

16,772 4.2% 23.8% 12,605 4.0% 23.7% 9,603 4.5% 23.8% 
48,657 12.2% 18.8% 37,177 11.9% 18.3% 22,212 10.4% 15.0% 

13,442 3.4% 100.0% 10,505 3.4% 100.0% 6,739 3.1% 100.0% 

71,460 17.9% 54.6% 56,596 18.5% 53.4% 50,050 21.9% 52.3% 

58,496 14.6% 33.9% 42,792 14.0% 33.9% 32,825 14.4% 35.8% 

399,559 305,225 228,184 

8,795 2.2% 4.2% 6,539 2.1% 3.9% 4,351 1.9% 3.3% 

240,842 60.3% 49.8% 183,839 60.2% 50.3% 131,135 57.5% 49.2% 
19,966 5.0% 37.4% 15,459 5.1% 34.5% 9,823 4.3% 31.1% 

399,549 31 8,022 236,884 
129,800 32.5% 13.0% 102,645 32.3% 13.8% 77,583 32.8% 1 5 . 6 ~ ~  
269,749 67.5% 29.3% 215,377 67.7% 29.0% 159,301 67.2% 27.7% 
399,577 306,584 21 7,006 
29,068 7.3% 90.2% 22,344 7.3% 89.7% 13,884 6.4% 86.4% 
6,431 1.6% 60.8% 5,132 1.7% 62.3% 

26,938 6.7% 100.0% 19,503 6.4% 100.0% 
87,366 21.9% 100.0% 70,622 23.0% 100.0% 

215,552 53.9% 44.5% 162,688 53.1% 44.5% 
5,299 1.3% 2.7% 4,649 1.5% 3.1% 

399,553 291,551 
258,872 64.8% 25.9% 188,285 64.6% 25.2% 

28,923 7.2% 80.5% 21,646 7.1% 80.6% 

35,641 8.9% 13.5% 24,887 8.5% 11.9% 

3,677 1.7% 62.5% 
7,570 3.5% 100.0% 

52,964 24.4% 100.0% 
13,790 6.4% 79.0% 
21,915 56.2% 45.7% 
3,206 1.5% 2.7% 

34,337 58.2% 100.0% 

6,257 10.6% 76.1% 
1,396 2.4% 100.0% 
2,702 4.6% 60.2% 
7,638 13.0% 12.1% 
2,832 4.8% 27.2% 

776 1.3% 100.0% 
88,983 
20,415 22.9% 50.0% 

1,865 2.1% 2.9% 

51,420 57.8% 49.4% 
3,098 

98,455 

66,108 
83,441 

3,011 5.1% 100.0% 

12,185 13.7% 37.4% 

32,347 32.9% 17.8% 

3,023 3.6% 78.7% 
703 0.8% 54.0% 

1,595 1.9% 100.0% 
23,619 28.3% 100.0% 
3,558 4.3% 76.7% 

49,631 59.5% 47.7% 
1,312 1.6% 2.9% 

70,492 35,702 
02,244 60.0% 20.6% 20,463 57.3% 11.2% 
14,235 8.3% 8.3% 

105,040 26.3% 11.4% 78,379 26.9% 10.5% 54,013 31.7% 9.4% 
399,553 288,115 160,800 
352,501 88.2% 39.3% 254,398 136,348 
47,052 33,717 24,452 

399,578 31 7,936 244,958 
201,733 50.5% 95.8% 161,270 50.7% 96.1% 126,473 51.6% 96.7% 

14,426 3.6% 4.0% 11,238 3.5% 4.1% 8,858 3.6% 4.6% 
33,379 8.4% 62.6% 29,316 9.2% 65.5% 21,719 8.9% 68.9% 

129.491 32.4% 29.2% 99.293 33.2% 28.1% 75.293 30.7% 28.9% 

20,549 5.1% 7.9% 16,819 5.3% 8.3% 12,615 5.1% 8.5% 

- > - - -  . - .  - -  .- 
399,556 323,162 261,678 

3,581 10.0% 4.5% 
11,658 32.7% 4.8% 
44,463 
37,454 
7,009 

1 11,238 
62,365 

5,500 4.9% 8.7% 
4,763 4.3% 5.2% 
8,904 8.0% 74.2% 

29,706 
127,676 

64,210 52.2% 100.0% 
10,075 8.2% 100.0% 
13,272 10.8% 66.9% 
4,967 4.0% 100.0% 
7,825 6.4% 62.2% 

11,389 9.3% 18.5% 
5,481 4.5% 21.5% 
5,689 4.6% 100.0% 

99,265 
20,891 21.0% 54.8% 

1,393 1.4% 3.0% 
13,731 13.8% 35.7% 
57,670 58.1% 46.8% 

90,604 
31,251 34.5% 14.2% 
59,353 

107,003 

5,580 

9,319 8.7% 90.1% 
2,694 2.5% 65.9% 
5,531 5.2% 100.0% 

22,365 20.9% 100.0% 
9,068 8.5% 80.5% 

56,779 53.1% 46.1% 
1,247 1.2% 2.6% 

106,375 
64,417 60.6% 29.3% 
8,335 7.8% 14.2% 

33,623 31.6% 15.7% 
84,133 
72,450 
1 1,683 
93,728 
45,190 
4,839 5.2% 7.9% 
2,626 2.8% 4.2% 
9,439 10.1% 62.8% 

31,634 
85,806 
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Charlotte 
Desoto 
Lee 
Manatee 
Sarasota 
District 22 
Orange 
Seminole 
District 23 
Charlotte 
Manatee 
Sarasota 
District 24 
B reva rd 
Orange 
Seminole 
District 25 
Broward 
Palm Beach 
District 26 
B reva rd 
Indian River 
0 s c e o I a 
St. Luck 
District 27 
Charlotte 
Glades 
Hendry 
Lee 
Palm Beach 
District 28 
Indian River 
Martin 
Okeechobee 
Palm Beach 
St. Lucie 
District 29 
Broward 
Palm Beach 
District 30 

25,728 6.4% 18.2% 21,417 6.6% 17.9% 16,627 6.4% 16.9% 
3,141 0.8% 9.8% 2,555 0.8% 10.3% 2,178 0.8% 13.6% 

100,432 25.1% 22.8% 81,398 25.2% 23.0% 59,827 22.9% 23.7% 
225,770 56.5% 85.5% 181,983 56.3% 86.9% 153,996 58.8% 90.3% 
44,485 11.1% 13.6% 35,809 11.1% 13.1% 29,050 11.1% 13.1% 

399,568 306,270 206,772 
118,515 29.7% 13.2% 94,864 31.0% 14.2% 64,264 31.1% 15.9% 
281,053 70.3% 77.0% 211.406 69.0% 77.6% 142.508 68.9% 74.8% 
399,561 33731 0 276,653 
115,498 28.9% 81.6% 97,704 28.9% 81.8% 81,519 29.5% 82.9% 

2,591 0.6% 1.0% 2,485 0.7% 1.2% 2,347 0.8% 1.4% 
281,472 70.4% 86.4% 237,321 70.3% 86.9% 192,787 69.7% 86.9% 
399,554 305,287 21 7,272 
272,619 68.2% 57.2% 211,364 69.2% 56.9% 156,394 72.0% 55.4% 
86,147 21.6% 9.6% 65,239 21.4% 9.7% 39,075 18.0% 9.7% 
40,788 28,684 21,803 

399,580 335,981 264,548 
163,581 139,414 107,817 
235,999 1 96,567 156,731 
399,517 310,382 236,045 
203,611 160,167 126,060 

99,030 24.8% 87.7% 78,882 25.4% 86.4% 59,413 25.2% 84.0% 
35,503 8.9% 20.6% 26,437 8.5% 20.9% 20,558 8.7% 22.4% 
61,373 44,896 30,014 

399,568 31 5,868 21 9,625 
401 0.1% 0.3% 320 0.1% 0.3% 228 0.1% 0.2% 

4,145 1.0% 39.2% 3,107 1.0% 37.7% 2,204 1.0% 37.5% 
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

160,198 40.1% 36.3% 130,664 41.4% 36.9% 92,158 42.0% 36.5% 
234,824 181,777 125,035 
399,573 31 4,238 262,431 

13,917 3.5% 12.3% 12,371 3.9% 13.6% 11,281 4.3% 16.0% 
126,731 31.7% 100.0% 103,108 32.8% 100.0% 86,499 33.0% 100.0% 

125,915 31.5% 11.1% 93,979 29.9% 10.6% 76,328 29.1% 11.7% 
126,023 99,567 84,666 
399,534 285,032 173,881 
240,205 60.1% 14.8% 170,733 59.9% ?3.8% 106,173 61.1% 12.0% 
159,329 39.9% 14.1% 114.299 40.1% 12.8% 67.708 38.9% 10.4% 

6,987 1.7% 19.5% 5,213 1.7% 19.4% 3,657 1.4% 21.0% 

399,553 330,694 246,089 

7,890 6.2% 16.8% 
816 0.6% 21.3% 

28,345 22.2% 22.9% 
75,414 59.1% 94.0% 

97,119 
30,938 
66,181 68.1% 72.2% 

140,166 

15,211 11.9% 13.2% 

39,097 27.9% 83.0% 
1,270 0.9% 1.6% 

99.799 71.2% 86.8% 
98,280 
70,572 71.8% 54.0% 
17,004 17.3% 10.6% 
10,704 10.9% 11.7% 

49,693 40.8% 18.6% 
72,249 59.2% 31.4% 

107,327 
60,203 
29,754 27.7% 78.6% 

8,622 8.0% 26.4% 
8,748 

86,686 
109 0.1% 0.2% 
600 0.7% 46.0% 

0.0% 0.0% 
47,674 55.0% 38.5% 
38,303 

126,888 
8,096 6.4% 21.4% 

48,042 37.9% 100.0% 

34,044 26.8% 14.8% 
35,626 28.1% 78.0% 

1,080 0.9% 23.3% 

5,876 6.8% 17.7% 
1,022 1.2% 9.9% 

19,954 23.3% 25.0% 
49,916 58.2% 84.8% 
9,038 10.5% 13.3% 

71,321 
22,253 31.2% 13.5% 
49,068 68.8% 78.0% 
86,766 
27,344 

58,786 
82,339 
62,398 75.8% 58.0% 

6.867 8.3% 10.9% 

636 0.7% 1.1% 

13,074 15.9% 7.9% 

88,462 
36,699 41.5% 8.0% 
51,763 58.5% 17.6% 
90,174 
45,131 
20,271 22.5% 92.5% 
7,856 8.7% 20.4% 

16,916 
88,917 

68 0.1% 0.2% 
1,392 1.6% 34.1% 

0.0% 0.0% 
26,301 29.6% 33.0% 
61,156 68.8% 20.8% 
83,306 

1,655 2.0% 7.5% 
23,238 27.9% 100.0% 
2,201 2.6% 19.5% 

30,555 36.7% 62.7% 
25,657 30.8% 8.7% 

28,655 1 19,365 
15,446 53.9% 5.8% 76,002 63.7% 16.6% 
13.209 46.1% 5.7% 43.363 36.3% 14.8% - .  .. - -.- ._ . - I - - -  ~ .. 

~ .- ~ ~ 

79,053 1 19,221 



Proposed Senate Districts 
3/15/2002 4:45 PM 

L 

Percentages of District Popu IationsNoters ty and of County Po t (Census and Elections of 2000) 
District Total % of Voting Age % of TotalReg % o f  Democrat %of % of 

Population District Population District Voters District Reg Voters District County 

District by County Statistics S17SOO36.xls 
Page: 5 of 5 

Broward 
Palm Beach 
District 31 
Broward 
District 32 
Broward 
District 33 
Miami-Dade 
District 34 
Broward 
M iami-Dade 
District 35 
Broward 
Miami-Dade 
District 36 
Miami-Dade 
District 37 
Collier 
Lee 
District 38 
Miami-Dade 
District 39 
Broward 
Collier 
Hendry 
Miami-Dade 
Monroe 
Palm Beach 
District 40 
Miami-Dade 

53,213 13.3% 3.3% 45,117 13.6% 3.6% 29,145 11.8% 3.3% 
346,340 86.7% 30.6% 285.577 86.4% 32.1% 216.944 88.2% 33.2% 
399,544 313,113 222,717 
399.544 100.0% 24.6% 31 3.1 13 100.0% 25.2Yn 222.71 7 100.0% 25.1 % 

399,576 100.0% 24.6% 306,359 100.0% 24.7% 227,682 100.0% 25.7% 
399,552 279,282 155,587 
399.552 100.0% 17.7% 279.282 100.0% 16.5% 155.587 100.0% 17.5% 
399,596 286,547 196,514 
292,943 211,114 159,376 
106,653 26.7% 4.7% 75,433 26.3% 4.5% 37,138 18.9% 4.2% 
399,563 321,191 171,145 
73,956 54,239 34,615 

325,607 81.5% 14.4% 266,952 136,530 79.8% 15.4% 
399,575 31 3,582 1 63,40 1 
399,575 313,582 1 63,40 1 
399,552 322,420 21 8,057 
21 9,294 1 79,982 1 17,400 
180,258 ? 42,438 100,657 
399,540 303,116 170,270 
399,540 303,116 170,270 
399,606 282,433 170,928 

0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
32,083 8.0% 12.8% 21,454 7.6% 10.7% 5,761 3.4% 4.7% 
36,210 9.1% 100.0% 25,336 9.0% 100.0% 16,268 9.5% 100.0% 

222,947 55.8% 9.9% 151,132 53.5% 8.9% 90,668 53.0% 10.2% 
79,589 19.9% 100.0% 65,984 23.4% 100.0% 48,460 28.4% 100.0% 
28,777 18,527 9,771 

399,488 304,652 133,822 
399,488 100.0% 17.7% 304,652 100.0% 18.0% 133,822 100.0% 15.1 % 

8,142 10.3% 3.1% 
70.911 89.7% 30.8% 
66,930 
66,930 
66,267 
66,267 100.0% 24.9% 
22,484 
22.484 100.0% 6.7% -- 

66,620 
51,756 77.7% 19.4% 
14,864 22.3% 4.4% 

15,105 12.7% 3.3% 
104.116 87.3% 35.5% 

114,576 100.0% 25.1 % 
1 121456 
1 12.456 100.0% 28.6% . . - . - - . - . - I  - -  

91,380 
78,136 85.5% 17.1% 
13.244 14.5% 3.4% 

46,405 91,140 
8,260 17.8% 3.1% 20,813 22.8% 4.6% 

38,145 82.2% 11.4% 
82,343 
82.343 100.0% 24.5% 
I 161338 
68,482 58.9% 97.4% 
47,856 41.1% 38.6% 
85,622 
85,622 
43,717 

0.0% 0.0% 
1,861 4.3% 2.6% 
4,474 10.2% 100.0% 

17,073 39.1% 5.1% 
18,934 43.3% 100.0% 

1,375 
75,433 
75.433 100.0% 22.5% 

70,327 77.2% 17.9% 
52,968 
52,968 100.0% 13.5% 
60,106 
26,685 44.4% 91.2% 
33,421 55.6% 41.9% 
50,718 
50,718 100.0% 12.9% 
98,730 

- 0.0% 0.0% 
2,568 2.6% 8.8% 

10,258 10.4% 100.0% 
59,476 60.2% 15.1% 
18,946 19.2% 100.0% 
7,482 7.6% 2.5% 

33,589 
33.589 100.0% 8.6% 
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SENATE REAPPORTIONMENT MEETING 

JANUARY 2 4 ,  2 0 0 2  

5:30 p.m. - 6 : 4 0  p.m. 

412 KNOTT BUILDING 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 

REPORTED BY: 

KRISTEN L. BENTLEY 

COURT REPORTER 

Division of Administrative 

DeSoto Building 

Hearings 

1230 Apalachee Parkway 

A \  4 Tallahassee, Florida 
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MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE I 
CHAIRMAN JOHN F. LAURENT 1 
SENATOR LISA CARLTON 3 
SENATOR LEE CONSTANTME 4 

SENATOR STEVEN A. GELLER 
SENATOR BETTY S. HOLZENDORF 6 

SENATOR JAMES E. KING, JR. 

5 

7 

SENATOR ALFRED LAWSON, JR. ' 8  
SENATOR TOM LEE I 9  
SENATOR KENDRICK B. MEEK 10 
SENATOR DURELL PEADEN, JR. I 1  

SENATOR KEN PRUITT I 
SENATOR BURT L. SAUNDERS I 13 

SENATOR J. ALEX VILLALOBOS j 

12 

SENATOR ROD SMITH I 14 

SENATOR DEBBIE WASSERMAN-SCHULTZ I 16 

I 
j 18 

19 
70 LU 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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I 
2 
3 
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s 
9 

10 
I1 

I2  

I 3  

14 

15 
16 

17 

i n  
19 

20 
11 

12 
23 
24 

25 

PROCEEDINGS 
CHAIRMAN L A W .  I think we have D quorum. Will the 

Scnau Reappomomnt Subcomrmtte on Lcgirlative 
Apponlonmcnr and Rcdismcting p l c w  come to order. 
.Adrmnismnvc assisrant please call the roll. 

I'.b%ereupon. the roll was did) 

CHAIRMAN LALFENT: .Members. you can lwk up on the 

scrffn. Since the Ian time we mef we mked for inpbr at 

the lan rneetuig and since the Ins rneetuig I've had an 
immc~y m u n t  of input h m  foks m the Senate on maps. 
Some ofthe input wc've not bccn able to ger into the 

pmposed maps that had to be filed by Tuesday everung, 
Thesc were two options that we had come up with. The 

maps are pretry much identical except for the - far want 

of a h e r  word is the Palm Beach scm. the ma in south 
Flonda If you Imk ~f thc map on the lell which is 006. 
h c  major diffmce thcn. them is  a coasral sea in Lee 
and Collier countis and then there is the intcnor pan of 
Lee County, Collier County, Hendry Collier. md the 

inmor pan of Palm k h  County come together for a 

seat. 

Thst suL h e  lugm counry in hat district is Palm 
Beach. It docs nor have an absolute ~ ~ j o t i r j  in the 
ciistnCL Lwk to the right which IS 005. that is a 

dismct which h& a - Pdm Bwch Counry. Hen@ County. 

? I  
22 
23 
24 
2s 

1 
2 
3 
1 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IS 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

~~ 

Page 4 

and Lce Country that. seat would have a maJOnt)' of the 
population In Lee County and then you would have a district 
that would be a Collier Counry seat. 

.And I'm putting those out there for the members' 
benefit -- h o w  about going and back out -- and would ask 
tor some input from the committee and see -- get your 
comments on the -- what we've done to date and if there is 
m y  questions. I'd be glad to answer any questions, 

Okay. Are there any rnernbes from -- we have some 
public input. First is Bill Jones, League of Women Voters 
of Florida. 

MR. JONES: When producers of films are looking for 
directors, directors are thinking about three things they 
shouldn't do. One would be work with special effects. The 
other working with animals or working with children. 
mistakes that could happsn. In the third house they 
advised me that one of the things you shouldn't do is get 
involved in redismcting. But having done that for 30 
years ago as a volunteer in d n w n g  by hand maps, and ten 
years ago ail the way through the c o w  process. I guess I 
haven't l e m ~ e d  my lesson. 

In kind of the comments here, what I wanted to do was, 
and this being a working product. we have -- and of course 
many of you know our plans that thc League of Women Voters 
and Common Cause have prepared are on your web site and we 

pw 5 

thank you for that. These products were put out so that 
you had another perspective of how to draw redistricting 
plans according to various standards. And some of the 
standards we used was to try and hold as much as we could 
in the majorityiminority districts intact and believing the 
same, 1 think. legal strategy that the Senate has used in 
prepanng its House, Senate. and Congressional plans. 

That may be where the simiiariries end and the 
differences start. If you look at your plans and howing 
that ten years ago also there was a Senate produced plan 
that was at zero deviation as well and the remaining zem 
deviation plans that went to the courts, even though by law 
you've been instructed that there IS certain deviation 
that's allowed w.thin those districts, we would ask you to 
think about why those deviations arc occurring in each of 
the districts, the reasons for that. Whether you are 
trying to keep a percentage in a rnajonty/minonty 
district. 

for majoriyminority I might have, and Senator Holzendorf 
illustrated to me. Well. you didn't quite hit the same 
percentage I had in my district last time, a reason to 
deviate from a zero deviation plan that would be a g d  
reason, trying to reach a legal principle or a principle of 
compactness where you kept county boundaries together or 

For example, if you took our map, adjusted the change 

2 (Pages 2 to 5 )  
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intact in trying to reach that would be another good 
standard. 

The Legislature. ten years ago, adopted standards as 
they drew these maps. sandards that you could apply to why 
things were k i n e  dmwn the way that they were being dram. 
If you look at this map compared to the map that was dram 
by our volunteers and the s t a K  blindly of course to the 
dismcts and the pary and that informanon. you'll see 
that many of the districts are much more compact. You do 
not see some ofthe strange configurations that are there. 

So we would encourage you as a body, as you proceed 
through this process. probably the fastest way into a court 
would be because you are deviating from zero deviation and 
do not have standards or reasons for that deviation or 
haven't stated those publicly. 

We'd also state given this. you've got -- I see trytng 
to meet some communities of interest like beach communities 
and other thing. And then in other pans of the state, it 
looks like you were trying to achieve compacmess. So 
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the state of what you were ty ing  to achieve. But beyond 
that, towards your worhng product. we encourage you, we're 
not trying to pin any member to file our plan as such, as 
an amendment to yours or any of those kinds of things. 
They are out there, again. for your perspective to help you 
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h u g h  what it could look like wmg c o n  

coniigdty, zcro dcviadcm for thm lndividd plans. 
M S  i t  Mr. cha im.  

SrMKJr King. 
SENATOR IAU- Any qumions? Any questions? Yes. 

SENATOR KING: Thank you. ,W. C h m .  I how this 

IS of only margd m t e m  m vou and 1 can appreciale 
thar bur do I have a &ma m your drawmg! 

THE WITNESS: I don't h o w  wherc you live, Senator. 
SENATOR KING: Well. that's iairiy obvious. 

(Laughter.) That's fairly obvious. Bccmsc i t  looks like 
u n l s s  I move to Georgia i'rn in deep sushi here. 

on this plan lm no idea where any of you are living or any 
of your personalities. So don't take it prrsonally. 

,MR JONES: Eclicve m, h e  individual we had working 

(Laugh m. ) 
SENATOR L A U m  Did you h i s h  B copy - do we have 

3 copy of the plan? It's on thc web but not in the packet 

okay'? Thank you very much 

Doug Adkins from the Narrau County GOP. 
MIL ADKINS: Thank you. .%, Charman. Chairman Adams 

sen& hu regards to the cnmminec members and the Nasau 
County Republican Exccutlvc Comrrurtee wouid like to applaud 

the chairman's efforts to mccl some of the objectives that 

the Nassau County REC had adopted xvcml months ago. 
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These recommendations went on to our county commission and 
our county commission adopted a resolution which I 
understand has been disrnbuted before you and have 
idcntifird some of the issues that affect the citizens of 
Nassau County. 

Nassau County is a fast-growth small county. The 
complexion of Nassau County is changing rapidly and what 
used to be a very agricultural west side is. in facc fast 
becoming a residential commercial area. There is already 
several major developments proposed for west Nassau that 
would then again take our community towards a more 
residential-intensive pattern of growth over the next ten 
years. 

our commercial interest throughout the county cannot be 
ignored. The Nassau County Board of County Commissioners 
h a s  adopted a resolution that in essexe requests that this 
body consider single-member representation as a guiding 
pnnciple for rediskicting for the citizens of the county. 

last ten years and our concern is by dividing the county 
between east and west will further divide the county among 
the issues that divide those populations. 

We believe that singlemember representation is the 
one item lacking in the current proposed plan. And whether 

The numbers of permits, the growth, the expansion of 

Single member representation has served us well in the 
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it's Senate District 8, Senator King or Senator Wise, I 
think the county would be pleased with either Senator and 
certainly, you h o w ,  whichever Senator could best represent 
us is the one that we would want. 

But the commissioners and the -- as well as the GOP 
leadership asked me to come today to bring this issue to 
your attention and to request your assistance ~n correcting 
this because Nassau County in northeast Florida quite 
frankly is the only legislative body, the elected 
legislative body, that has taken a position on this issue 
and has said, This is what we would like to see happen. 

February to December, held public hearings, gathered input, 
listened to the local citizens. We went through a very 
thoughtful process, a large group ofpeople. And I guess 
we just want to be heard. We just want to make sure that 
this well thought out approach to how we are represented in 
the Florida Senate is given consideration and would carry 
some weight. 

So we would ask you to consider making that change, 
Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, and we would 
again strongly applaud your efforts to meet our other 
objectives which included affiliation with the D u d  
delegation and we also had other objectives that 
included -- that we be allowed to -- that we be allowed to 

We had an ad hoc cormittee established that met from 

3 (Pages 6 to 9) 
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I have single-mcmber qrcscnution in Nassau County Thank 

=ATOR LAUREN:  M k  vou vev much. Are there my 
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quenions? Thank you very much. The next spcakrr is Kurt 

Keller - excuse me. tiom Manon County. 

and rhc limp. 1 was O U ~  playmg i&xbdl wth my kidr at 
Chnmwsitme. step@ in a hole and blew out bolh hees.  
When you hi1 42. you don't need to 3ct like Deion Sanders 
LUlulvmOlC. 

MR KELLY: Quite the dramanc entrmcc with the cane 

I'm a mcmkr ofthe Marion Counry school board and I 
want to thank you for the opportunity 10 come to speak to 

you. Torughi 1 wan1 to talk about the unpact oirhw maps 
that we cumntly 5ee as well as our concern. 

On khlf of the Marion County school board the 
supenntendent ofschools. Jim Warford the nearly 5200 
cmployecs. the 4O.OOO studen&. and nearly 300.000 
rmidentn of Marion County, we have d e n  senous the 

c h q e  or'rhis Icgslatlvc body, the Governor. thc How. 
the Senate. we have d e n  the c h q c  in nising student 

pennmunce. In fact Manon County has commined to. by 

the year 2005 to be the leder in raising student 
performance in the state of Florida 

%ion County is thc fifth largest gmgraphiwi m a  

in Florida - county. Our commuruty intest cxicnds from 
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Dunnellon in the southwest, to Wacahmta in the northwest, 
to Hog Valley and Fort McCoy in the northeast. I CM glVE 
you some more names if you'd like them. Wiersdde in the 
southeast. We include some of the fastest-growing areas in 

the state. 
We transport nearly 30,000 students on our buses a day 

and we cover nearly 50,000 miles a day to do that. 
Transporntion concerns are major for us. While Marion 
County is dramatically larger than its contibwous 
neighbors, less Volusia County, it is currently divided 
into four Senate seats. And we see on these maps we have 
today that it's divided into three Senate seats. 

Each of these pieces are incongruent and inconsistent 
with our genenl community interest. Marion County has not 
had a resident Senator that represents the majority of our 
county in over 20 years. And quite frankly, in that period 
of time, whle we've had representatives who have done a 
fine job for us and we could go to them, we have not had 
someone in this great emerging counry that would be our 
advocate here in Tallahassee. 

representatives and we recognize the need for the primary 
resident advocate. We need those -- that advocate to help 
us achieve this goal and that is raising student 
standard -- or student performance. Therefore, as a 

We are thankful to those Senators who have 
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commuruty leader and a m m k r  of Manon County schwl 

b o d  1 urge you 10 csrahlish a Senate swr that bea 
rcpresents Manon CounN's commurury Intatst. 

I th;mk you. We have passed a resolution tiurn the 
school bad It is siwd by our c h i m .  Ron Crawford 
our supnntcndent of school. Jim Warford school board 
membcr Cheryl Appclqujs Steve Hering. Kun Kelly. and 
W e  Rushlow. And I h o w  that the Manon County and this 
sommuniry is very wncerned about this. We know you've got 

3 major task before you but we would apprcctnte I t  tf you 
would look at us and say, This county is growing and its 
time for us. oncc agmx to have someone join h s  body 

from Marion Counry. Thank you. 

MR CHURCHHILL Thank you v e y  much. Are here any 

questions'? Okay. If you'll leave that -did you want to 

lave the resolution? 
MR. KELLY: 1'11 have I[ - 
SENATOR LAURENr: Thank you very much. Randy Harris. 

MR. HARRIS: Thank vou for the oppormruty to come and 
share some of our concerns. 1 wcx IWO hats. 1 come as 
chairman ofthe Manon County commusion. I hnve served as 

a county commissioner for about Seven d a hdf ycars. 1 
dso wear thc h of ckwman of the Republican exwunve 
comminec. But virnrally everyone m Marion County is 

He's fmm the Manon County Comrmssion. 
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concerned with what has existed in Marion County for many, 
many years. 

We have a 12-member legislative delegation. That fact 
has been shared with other counties as this discussion and 
meetings have gone on about reapportionment and it has been 
sold to other counties as the greatest thing since sliced 
bread Look at all the wonderful representation that 
Marion County has. And I'm not suggesting for a moment 
that we don't have wonderful Senators and Representatives 
because we do. Many of which have worked with us very 
closely on some of our issues. 

However, as my good friend from the school board 
noted, it is difficult to have adequate representation when 
our legislative delegation members are so terribly 
handicapped because they live in other areas. You see, in 
Marion County we have, for the most part, long-distance 
representation. We have for the most part absentee 
representation, i f  you will. It's almost easier for me to 
come to Tallahassee to see my Representatives. my Senators 
than it is to ay to find them in their resident counties. 
Very difficult to do. 

We have major concerns with what has existed in the 
past and even what we have seen with the most recent maps 
the Senate is proffering. We have approximately 265,000 
rcsidents. We'll be at 300,000 residents very soon. What 
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that really means is we have a 40 percent ymter 
population than all of those contiguous counties which have 
resident Senators. 

In the infinite wisdom of some years ago. iMarion 
County was carved up like a pie. Our population was used 
to push into other districts. I'm not sure what the wisdom 
really was, but I'm certain that there was a purpose. 

Let me share with you a very recent example of'the 
problem that we wrestle with. As you know, you-ail came 
back for a special session and you wrestled with the issues 
of insufficient fundmg. You're going to wrestle with that 
again. We had -- I had actually come up and visited many 
of you and many other of our legislative delegation members 
to have discussions prior to your final decisions. 

But then after that. we knew that you were going to 
come back and wrestle with this once again. So I sent a 
letter out, Please come visit with us before you go back to 
>'our regular session. Most of the responses that I 
received indicated that it was too problematic to get 12 
people back together to meet with the Marion County 
commission, the district that IS represented by these 12 
people. Too problematic, tm many schedules to wrestle 
with, not enough time to coordinate all of  those schedules. 
and that's understandable. That is a constructive 
criticism. 
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dilemma that Marion County experiences and has experienced 
for many, many years. We recogn~ze in Marion County the 
difficulty. We only hope that you rccopze the difficulty 
and work with us to ensure that we have. to the greatest 
extent. an oppomi ty  to have a resident Senator. 

We'll conhnue to work with those of you that are 
incumbents. We'll go right back and knock on your doors 
for assistance when we need it. But we certainly desire, 
if at all possible, a resident Senator. Thank you. 

SENATOR LAURENT: Senator Lawson. 
SENATOR LAWSON: Sir, earlier you stated that. and I 

We only request that this COI'IUnittee consider the 

think the school board representative stated, that you-all 
are very p l d  with the representation that you-all 
receive from both the House and the Senate members but 
you-all are concerned about the way you-all are split up. 
.Are there issues that affect the county that those Senators 
and Representatives are not addressing? 

MR. HARRIS: Sir, I can tell you that if Marion County 
travels to our Representatives, we can get them to respond 
to specific issues we bring to their attention. the benefit 
as all of you b o w  in residing within the counties that you 
reside in is you are familiar with the day-today issues 
and concerns of  your constituency, that's the handicap that 
our delegation members have as a result of residing in 
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other counties. 
I am c e m n  that those delegation members would have 

to adrmt that they are far more familiar with the issues 
that are day-to-day concerns within their resident counties 
than they are w t h  those concerns of day-to-day issues we 
wrestle with within Marion County simply because of the 
locanon in which they reside. the daily newspapers, the 
radio shows. the constituency that they are dealing wtth 
that can walk in and discuss things with them on a regular 
basis. 

SENATOR L A W N T  Senator King. 
SENATOR KMG: Thank you, Mr, Chairman. I'm one of 

those Senators that represents a portion of Marion. And 1 
buess it begs the question, and 1 don't have an answer to 
it, I h o w  how it played out this last legislative session 
in projects. And let's face it, a lot of times districts 
judge how well we represent them by what we've been able to 
do for the district in terms of projects or schools or 
treatment for the elderly or whatever. And I believe, if 
I'm not mistaken. there are five -- four Senators that 
represent Marion now'? 

MR. HARRIS: Yes. 
SENATOR KING: If -_ what happened last year was each 

of us was given assurances that if the project was worthy 
and whatever, we could get one project per county pretty 
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much without running the risk of automatic veto and it 
still had to meet the merits. 

Senator -- and don't have the population to even have 
that -- so you could have one seated Senator and you could 
have maybe one other Senator to make up your 4OO.M)O that 
we have to represent. So if that was the case. you'd have 
f m d  far less at least financially than you did with four 
of us making sure that a major project got included in what 
we were trying to do for Marion. 

Have you-all thought about that? Sometimes I wonder 
whether in the quest for residency you lose maybe some 
sight of what actually good is happening to the county that 
has the multiple representation. I think you had a total, 
if you have the House and Senate members, what wag it, 12? 

Now in that situation if you'd had one seated 

MR. HARRIS: Yes, sir. 
SENATOR KING: You had 12 different people that were 

fighting the gmd fight for Marion County on issue after 
issue. And to be honest with you, you'd have to judge it 
because you see it as a -- as the whole mosaic. I'm only 
one of the tiles on that moszuc. But I really thought your 
county, our county, did fare better than virtually any of 
the others in the surrounding area or any of the others, 
other than maybe Dade just because o f  its population 
factor. Do you not consider that to be the case or does it 
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make no difference anyway? 

This. but being the good statesman that all of our 
legislators in the state are. I'm confident that we would 
have some equality and balancing in the acceptance or 
receiving of those projects that you are speking to. 

There is the issue of fairness that I'm confident all 
of our Legislators LttteKIpt to assure when projects are 
being requested and being awarded If you'll recall, when 
the legislative delegation met at Central Florida CommutUty 
College, I proffered an idea at the time. If you look at 
those lists. for example, of projects, what we call 
projects, we'll all realize that state roads are listed on 
that list of projects. State roads arc a responsibility of 
the state to begin with. 

They find their way to a list and sometimes 15 to 20 
y e m  later, based on funding, which is the same in all. 
counties. that isn't a criticism, those projects get done. 
I wouldn't call those special projects. I would call those 
inaintenance and responsibility of the appropriate entity. 

But in the case ofprojects, there really are very 
few. I'm not confident that that's the issue at all. Let 
me give you example. I'm not going to name the pamcular 
Senator that came into a meeting with our constituency, it 
was hosted at the "- and I'm going to come back to CFCC, 

MR. HARRIS: Surely I will gest, and you'll understand 
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I'rn not going to forget that. 

requested from our local constituency. You know in our 
demogmphics we have a large segment of retirees and gated 
communities. That piece of legislation got dropped for 
whatever reason. Later. it was picked up and there were 
attempts to get it through and it failed. 

That large constituency was very frustnted with their 
Representative. Because, again. I think that the -- what 
I'm calling a handicap, not the fault of the Representative 
perhaps. but because of the location that they reside in 
and their familiarity on a day-today basis wth their 
constituency there, they were at a serious disadvantage and 
it just slipped their minds. Big problem for those that 
are looking forward to the hlfillment of a promise that 
was made. 

Back to CFCC and the projects. 1 suggested at that 
time that rather than using the archaic system that we have 
jockeying or joisting for funding for our specific projects 
within dismcts, that we fund all of those state 
responsibilities throughout the budget committees, bring 
them into the appropriate houses. make your decisions, and 
then take the balance and then return that back to the 
constituency from which it was taken on a proportionate 
basis. 

We had a specific piece of legislation that was 
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That way, there is no joisnng, there is no wrestling, 
there is no dependency on seniority any longer for those, 
what we'll call special projects, to be funded. Everyone 
gets thcir proponionate share. That. of course, would not 
do away with the donor county issue that we all face for 
those o f  us that are large enough to send money and less of 
it comes back than was sent to Tallahassee. I don't h o w  
if that adequately answers your question but -" is that it? 

SENATOR LAURENT: Thank you very much. 
MR. HARRIS: I also have a resolution from the City of 

Ocala and the Marion County commission, the city council, 
the Marion county commission makmg the Same requests that 
I just entered into the record. Thank you. 

Marion County school board. 

I'm here this evening, again, to share the concern and from 
the school board. also from our constituents that we were 
cut up with four Senators and eight House members in the 
l a t  reapportionment. It makes i t  very difficult for us to 
get our message out. 

I agree, Senator King, you can understand and carry 
our wand when necessary. But still, the issue stands. As 
we look at this map that's drawn and we look over there at 
the more detailed map, between our TWO largest high schools 

SENATOR LAURENT: Thank you. Cheryl Appelquist, 

MS. APPELQUST: Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. 
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and inner cities of Ocala. we've got three Senators if you 
look there. 

In the city of Ocala, there will be three different 
Senators representing that city. Is that good? Yes. Do 
any of them even know that they have cut up the city of 
Owla so drastically? I'm not quite sure. Is there a 
larger cicy in an entire district? I'rn not sure there 
either. 

please be aware and if there is no one from Ocala from 
Marion County sitting on this reappoItlOnIIIent, then 
possibly you need to call or talk with not only the school 
board, but the superintendent the county commission We 
really encourage you to have at least one sitting member 
From our district that is a Senator representing at least a 
pOK1On of it. 

Marion County. We are asking. We've been cut up for the 
last 20 years. We're askmg for a little unity. I thank 
you for your time and your attention. And I do commend the 
Senators and Representatives that we do have, but we just 
want one that lives there and knows the issues. Thank you. - 

SENATOR LAURENT: Thank you very much. Janet Olin. 
Leon County supervisor of elections. 

MS. OLIN: Hi, I'm Janet O h .  I am the assisant 

So I would say, think about what you're doing and 

Right now, no one representing Marion County lives in 
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PROCEEDINGS 
CHAIRMANWEBSIER: MSdgmtlemRLif 

WE cwld have yora amnw t k  senate Commiuee 
on Rcappmonment is d d  to order. The 

THE SECRETARY SeMtOr Websw. 
SENATORWEl3STEk Hae. 
THE S E M A R Y :  Smur BrowWaite. 
SENATOR B R O W N - W m  Here. 
THE SECRFTARY: SBlaUx Campbell. 
SENATOR CAMPBELL: Hem. 
THEsmARy: ~ C a r l t o n  
SENATOR CARLTON: Here. 
THE SECRETARY; SRlatOr (hnstanMe. 
SENATOR CONSTANIWE: Here. 
THESECREI-ARY SeMuxCOWm 
SENATOR COWN Here. 
THESECRETARY: SeworCria 
SENATOR CRIST: He. 
THE SECRETARY SeMUx Diaz ck !a Poltllla 
SENATOR DLAZ de la PORTILLA: Hm. 
THE S r n A R Y :  senatcr Dya. 
SENATORDYER: Hae .  
THESECRETARY: SenamGarcia 
SENATOR GARCk Here. 

krealywill d me roll. 
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THE S E M A R Y :  Senaror GeUer. 
SENATOR GE- Here. 
THE SECRETARY: SL- Holzendaf. 
SNATOR HOUENEORF: HLX. 
THE S E M A R Y :  Senator Jones. 
SENATOR JONES: Hm. 

SENATOR KING: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: Senaror Klem. 
SENATOR KLEN: H m .  
THE SECRErARY: senaror La& 
SENATOR IATVALA: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: S e m r   lam^ 

SENATOR L A M :  R a e .  
THE S E r n A R Y :  senaror Lawson 
SENATOR LAWSON: H m .  
THESECRETARY: SenarOrLee. 
SENATORLEE: Hue. 
THE SECRETARY: SenvDr Meek. 
SENATOR MEEK: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: !ham Mdler. 
SENATOR MILLER: Here. 
THESECXZARY: SeMuKPaIm 
SENATOR PEADEN. Here. 

nrEsEcRiTARY: SenarOrKilg. 

THESUTRETARY SmmPmey .  
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SENATOR POSEY: Here. 
THESUJRETARY: SmICfRum 
SENATOR P R W :  Here. 
THE SECRETARY: SeMtOr SandRSon 
SENATOR SANDERSON: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: senator sa&. 
SENATOR SAUNDERS: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: Semor S e b  
SENATOR SEBESTA: Hm. 
THE SECRETaY: %?war Silva. 
SENATOR SILVER. HLW. 
THESECRETARY Serrarorsrmm 
SENATOR SMITH: H a t .  
T H E S r n A R Y :  Senarasullim 
SENATOR SULLIVAN: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: Senator Villalobos. 
SENATOR VILLAu)BOS: Here. 
THE SECRETARY: SRlaUx Wawman  % h u h  
SENATOR WASSERMAN-SCHULm. Here. 
THE SECRFTARY: A quonan k present 
CHAIRMAN WEBSTEFt Okay. Manbas of the 

comminee. we have, undR Tab I. a subsom far 
SeMle Joint Resoloon 580. Dunng rhe 
submmrmnee. Tab 2 war, what was passed in Senator 

Lament's sukommiaee. that's S I ?SOW. That 6 
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OfleMmCs compeang wfh Ihe srate of empa 
which I would k t o  add t h e d v  me thar we 
mbcylng them EMI rhe fwtball fieldm k& 
or m the Gator Bowl h d  wc necd our nual 
represmmves to help, mth vow help. for 
e~p..d.d rev~lues and e r n p l o m t  oppormrunes tor 
our people 

Our reprmntanves a h  undernand that we 

need to make tk most01 dr bled e c o m c  
moues that we have 111 rural N o h  Ronda 
A d  its my hope. me and p d u n e n  that YOU 
wwld relook I ttus map 16 the proposed Dlsmct 
3. and hopefiruy skfl it bark to a more ruml 
nwrh Ronda sanng 

Tharkyouvayrnuchfwmtlfne W d a v  
CHAIRMANWEBSEX Wywforappeanng 

MRHARRlS ThankycuMrchauman. I h v e  
ComrmsionaWHams 

got some mpim of documents that m e  of vou have 
.sxm ~ F O K  We hand-cleLvered M V  of these to 
the m m h s  we d d  others and txought mmc 
exua copies today 

And h s  mi- rm hcrc lor Manon Countv. 
by rhe way. I'm c h m n  of the Manon Counry 
C ~ o n a l s o a m C h a u m a n O f h e  Replbhran 
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Exux~ve Commine~ ot Mylon County 

a I mnnue. hat I'm not here on behalf of 
p3msul pohncs. I'm here repres~lnnp e v e y n e  
that hm in Manon County 

I would love to ask he q m o n  ex- I 
hmk hit we would get dr same anmm h u  we 
heard asked before. What c n m a  h bcen & to 

draWthCmap' 

But let me justay, and vw wtll UndaSryKi 

If ycw wwld  plcax uxxn m on Manon 
County. pxhaps the m& mmgumg county of he 
e n m  stae Four Senate &mcrs and we have 
followed rhe mapsthat went hrn three 10 tour w 
five hack to four. but if we were to we the m e  
cntmam aylng to ow to fit the responsg 

none of the respohxs would work 

La me say as well that we M publlc 
kmmny.  we had a pubhc h m g  m M m n  
C m t v  at Cmmi flcnda Cwnmututy Collep, m v  
of vouanended I hlnk that What those m 
Manon County h a d  was that dus m i o n  comes 
Yodabwtevmtenyexsandppuhmtstk 
formula thc PnmaFy fornula USA In deremune 
W k $ R s e L n e s a r e d r a U n  
DMSION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 1850) 498-9675 
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So, the ruth is we have hadm years u1 
draw tke maps haven't we? This whole thawing 
p'ocess didn't just we have had many. many 
years to ckaw all of thcse. we've had many years 
ofinformanon all the cnm has k m  m p h  
on the populanon. rhe densines rhat e m  ~n all 
thcse dmicrs. But let me go duough wh;u I 
hcvd toclay and make sure that I didn't 
tllwdmd-. 

bcenusedincbawmgrhey:maps~the 
The cntena that's been cited tcday that's 

*on fomuh I teai6ed m a prevlws 
meermgthat MarimCmty has a 4  percent 

~ ~ t a  population rhan neightoring counties that 
have resident Senators. 40 percent pram 
*on. 

If you I d  at this map, you will see &n[ we 

have been urved up in order that our population 
would k split up and p k d  into Orher counnes 
in order to j h f y  host particular dismm. 
It IS very obvious that thar tms happen& nhich 
leads us to the next cnuna that was used that 

of keepmg a mmmuruty hie. 
Is thaea member on ttus uxnmtm that M 

explam rhat to US'' How do we k w  a ~ m U n i t y  
DIVlSlON OF ADMIMSlTATWE HEARINGS (850) 488-9675 
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wkblc whRI we haw s h d  it up k e  a pie7 It LS 

d vety mreresnngmncEpr How do we pewwe a 
ccmnuuuw of m t m d  it IS w mmgug 
that and 1 ddn't b hat thcy would be here, 
dl of OUT m g h h g  counties rhat SUITMud 
Manm County have all stood up here and resufied 
Ih;u rhw don1 baveamaung m COmmMl wth 
Manm cwnty 

&fFerrnt ecmonuc b e .  we have h f f m t  mul 
us' We m u l d g o h  h launrby IN but 
you have h d y  h& them We d separate 
and apart from our neighbors bxaw we are sa 
dlffaat and yml have hard drrm ID that 

t d Y  
So. how do we rrspnd to the people m Manon 

C o w  when we argue hm uxiav. many of your o m  
manbas  on rfus mmrmnae have md Oh but we 

L obwouslv. lhat doesn't apply to Manon 
Countv VLIV obnously. neitha dws the cntena 

of k q m g  a ccunty wholc apply to Manon Corrnrv 
Verv obvlourly, and tius was repeued bv many 
membRs rhar we w t o  tme mnrnurut~sand WE 

Its VRV o b w w  we have an ennrelv 

luve arrempted tn Ern canmurunes of lnwsr 

I e a p l b l r  tcmmolly. ard ur haw 
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used U-I Marim Cwnty. ria OM. And I have 

I havea l c t t m k  that I'm ping to enm 
into thc rccord and I apologk. I don't haw 
copies fbr al l  of the m e m b  s ~ m e  vay specific 
sradspcs on Marion County. And by rhe way, let 
me ayas well that rm s p h g  to thc W of 
Dismcf 3 and Disnict 7 yd District20 and 
D~imn 14. all of which have a piece of OUT 

lisrened very panfndy. 

PDplianOn widun Manon cmly, OUT mghboring 

These are statistia k a r e  real peMd 

pmpenyparcelswithmMarionGunry. Thereare 
253.000 different parcels of property. 

Yow. lim to me cyeiully, the clmst 
CGuniy w Lui that is wthin thmdknim is 

MUnhe$ 

parcels. properry parrels. red and personal 

Lake County, and they have at least I M).ooO fewer 
pmzls. Lew Counw only has juw under 50.000. 
Putnam's at 101. Alachua is ar 96.776. We b e  

253.000 parcels. 
Tag namcnons, we are at 354,Mx). Closest 

273.000, It goes on and on and on the stahsdcs 
6um the tax mllectots office and the pnperty 

yw an ger with any of thee other uxoltis is 
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rt e probablv wont do that 
So. pmbablv the besr wav to answer that 

qwnon would be toask SeMUx king 10 help me 
in m e n n g  rhe quesnon it a vem 
good quesnon Did Manon Counrv !YE better bv 
h m g  rnulople k m m s  h y  rlw budpet 
m m o m  of laa vear ac&, more 
m f i C d V  Bs thw Lo specld PlUJeCtS' 

MI don't want to put you an h spor but 
wu helped memake a pmt laa time and Itn p m g  

W c h  spenal poje~r  was funded P Manon Counrv 

bv our. or cvcn rcqquesred by our %wte 

to It If  you would o b h g  me now 

l&ve delepm last * 
I wouldn't expecs Senator Kmg, that you 

uouidbe ablc to amwerrix qupshm If you cw 
I rwU commend VML But I woulh't expect rhat 
any Senarorcouldamwthat guemon and 
pmbablv no Hcwe rnemlxr could answer the 
l7-m 

on therecad the last me I was hnr D m  
Manon Camty fare b b y  bamg rnuluple 
smallnsq ~answertothequesocnobvlwlvIs 
no But m m  unpowntly, as it p a m  to thc 

But it helps lxg the w o n  that vou stated 
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Florida t3unmunity CoUegc of OcaQ Marion 
CormryChambaofCommace~tlyRqueas 
thesamemrsidaarion dut thse othRcMlllIis 
have been pven that haw resident SRlate seatf. 

upintothishhian. 1lwnedarheLsamony 
earlm that we have anempled to preserve the 

SRlare 
thase UI Marion h t y  that I serw ulrh and work 
~ I t h  that@ to us havenoproblan mth tk 
pxwmlities of those Senators that rcpreent 
Marion County. We apprccmte and 
everycneofrhm 

NM one has askcd that we m e  Marion County 

O i l m r m b e n t s .  III tell you thal 

w h  and 

TmpsIsalmgtime. Ourpopulanonk 
af 300 m, but the p p h O n  fOtTn& has 

b i g n a u l  IwouldrequesSrespecdully 
n q w t  that you we h e  same criteria for Manon 
cmly W S  beRl UFed In these oherareas. 1 
onlywsh b wc M some of the pobluns that I 
I i  to in the last meeanp, CMICenrs with 
splitring a dismct on one side of a m or an 
avenue. Wouldn't that be a p l a s m  prnblern to 
hve? 

would all a g e  that Marion County has been ured 
Butkdlesand pti- I thinkrhat you 
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P q e  98 

as a bank a pool ofpopulmon to be w e d  up 
m &to help juFdfv otter ~ C K  1 will 
iuve thesc copies tor the m r d  a d  a-mn. 1 
~ p p m m e  the opprtllniy to k here. Thak vou. 

SENATOR CAMPBELL: Mr. C h r .  
CHAIRMAN WEBSIZR: You are rrc@ for n 

SNATOR CGMPBELL: Mr. CcmmmIoncr. I 
q- 

bchm rhar ycu have prohbly made a m m t  

that we all should cke tmt to. which should be 
that nor& should haw an aAmcy 
domg this whole procen. Would you a p t z  with 
rhat? 

M I  HARRIS: Y s .  SL I wwld 
SENATOR CAMPBELL. A d  n t  it kind of silly 

hmgh that WhRl we havc pamsan plitia. we 
have a lot of good Repubhcans. a lot of good 
D m m  up here rhatwe we words thatwe are 
nyng to follow the Suprane colm g u d e k  but 
actudiy it b ' t  look h e  its w o h g  cut 
hat way? 

as well. si. 

the next time around that we ay to have an 

N X W S :  Iwwldhavetoagrcewthrhat 

SENATOR CAMPBELL: So. would you 
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m w h o u m e  10 s p k  and d mnnw row 
md mtm documen6 lnm tk pubk  r e c d  LS 
sunpiv for the pnpose of pmmrq fw h e  
C O W  

Uow. anvone that would stand up and say they 
d c a ~ w l t h b t t s k l n g ~ ~  rve 
takcdto enough of you to kmw berter It IS a 
h m e .  however. that th pubhc has to be put 
hugh what 

ge[ 10 tlu pint 

Many nrnes LIE m g s  haw been -led 
mnd rescheduled and canc~led yd rescheduled The 

e m m e a n d  tesnfy any longer But it IS a sad 

P- 

have had IO be put rhrwgh to 

pubk 111 m y  Q55 has gvar up on wlng u1 

SENATORJONES Mr Chauman 

CHAIRMANWEBSTER ~ J o n e s y o u a r e  
recognd for a quesrron and hopefully a bncf 

i=pow 

It's na d v  a qumon its actuallv a 
mnma-~c maybe a hale bit of mvla 

nto four dtffaent ~ISIYCE and whether or not 

thawas a gwd ttungora hd thmg and then 
DMSION OF ADMIMSTRATNE HEARINGS (850) 488-9675 
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ultanatelycametoa mnelrwon thar it m a  bad 
dung ~k~ywthat~can~gIweywone 
r n a a K z w h e n m h g k t h a t w a s a g c d  
tun& and rhar was dr City of H-dafim 
Humcane Adnw 

And thc ppulaaon at the m e  of abut  
25.000 people rzpresmled bv three Conpwnen. 
two Swte Senators. three Slate Rcpmenraaves 

hsmcts had theu concerted effon to ny to 
hclp them atter the humcane. and that wrls d g o d  
dung at the om 

Vow. sum then h t ' s  become a d e m m t  to 
thatcwnmmty bgausc llow tharthey have 
m w m i  thcy havent g m  tbc Same amnuon 
from all o f  t h r  e l d  rep-~ves as they 
d d  at thar nme In he s ~ m e  way, Manon Ccunty 
bcmg very clme to the ~eogaphcal center of the 
state WU pmbablv not fxe well as you have 
indcared under thu pmcular scenario hat IS 

up here before us rodav 

here and e i p t ~ m g  your rmnd a h  thls 

hawmyaurmmmmty Ithmkthatyouare 

yd two MlltlN C O m m u n o n a S  IIl Stn@-Oer 

hnd so. I JUS~ want to commend vcu for m m g  

p&plan and thc CLeWnent thal it would 
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inthtarpamcukrcormry. 

the p m p d  plansad ofthem 1 will mhue 
to repment at least two CDUIIPCE. And I know 
fran my pq33YNe and I h w  h warctung m y  

exmxnelv hard to try ard mea rhe d of the 

Right mw. I represent fwg mplris and WKkr 

of you wtm alsa m in my regcn we wark 

people m the Mtwanmty that w m a y  Mt hve 
m 

And to say that its an advanag rn have a 
rerident SRlatOr in lhat county IS iaLe bgause 

up h. it isll having one p - ~ c n  as vcur 
spkesperson that gw you what you WUIL it's 

Having three Senarors voong for an isw: on 

RrrhGxnuyka lot m x e m g t h h  hamg 
OW Serafor voang on your behalf even though they 
happen to be a resident rhm. 

And we don't trprsent counties. we r e p m i  
people. people. and I think we nad to get back of 
%hat thk whole rmslon is aboruand that i 
people. 

t w i l g m a e  h one Mdng fOruhaI ycuwanL 

w f o f P a r o ~ o r ~ u $ l C o m ~ w  

CHAIRMAN W E B m  Okay. Next we have Kardk 
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MR KIUSHNk?JER: m y w  Mr. chairmyl 
it's Karrik linshnaner just lor the record and I'm 

!Jw d v .  
~~g on behalf of t f i e  Ormge Counv D~PXFJUC 

CHAlRMANWEBmR: Ididmybest 
MR KRISHNANER: I just wnml u1 m e  and 

addnvr the cornnee on the prow map that 
S m r  L a m i  has submitted and he's done P 

yeoman's job througbut thls p'ocss as have dl 
of yuuon the comrmttee. but rhar are m- 
r h e D e m o c r a d C ~  m Ihcorlandoarea has 

m g  this map. 

Hisparucqmiatim m mnal Florida A5 
And it ~ l w s  basidly arwnd tk isw of 

I'msurewer).one on thisdm IS aware of. 

the Hispanic population of both Orange and Osceola 
Counues has shot up same 1990. and u1 thaL tha! 

is a mmuniry M s  lwkmg for m u o o n  
m the State Legblame. 

.And the Stare House in the map tfiatthey 
p d  lacit week Senamr - excuse me. 
RepRsenranw Byds p h  drew two new 
Krrpuuc-intl- dimicts for rhe Stare House. 
Whatweseeinplan 16isspeclfidlythat 
thm's beRl a pacldng of mmmunines that are not 
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