
The Court gave the Legislature the following directions: 

 First:  “We have held that Senate Districts 1, 3, 6, 9, 10, 29, 30, and 34 are 

constitutionally invalid.  The Legislature should remedy the constitutional problems 

with respect to these districts, redrawing these districts and any affected districts in 

accordance with the standards as defined by this Court . . . .” 

 Second:  “The Legislature . . . should conduct the appropriate functional analysis to 

ensure compliance with the Florida minority voting protection provision as well as 

the tier-two standards of equal population, compactness, and utilization of existing 

political and geographical boundaries.” 

 Third:  “As to the City of Lakeland, the Legislature should determine whether it is 

feasible to utilize the municipal boundaries of Lakeland after applying the standards 

as defined by this Court.” 

 Fourth:  “Finally, we have held that the numbering scheme of the Senate plan is 

invalid.  Accordingly, the Legislature should renumber the districts in an incumbent-

neutral manner.” 

The Chairman’s amendment conforms to the judgment of the Court. 

First, it revises the eight districts that the Court found unconstitutional: 

 Districts 1 and 3 no longer follow the non-compact horizontal orientation, but adopt 

a vertical configuration that keeps four additional counties whole. 

 District 6 no longer includes parts of six counties from Duval to Volusia County.  

Instead, it is wholly contained in Duval County and continues to be a minority-

opportunity district.  The black-voting age population of the district is 43.0%.  The 

Senate performed the necessary functional analysis on this district. 

 This revision of District 6 results in a more compact shape for District 9, which 

preserves whole three additional counties that were previously divided. 

 District 10 no longer includes the narrow passageway between Districts 12 and 14 

and more logically follows county lines.  The Senate conducted a functional analysis 

on Districts 12 and 14 and concluded that the area between District 12 (an African-

American district) and District 14 (a Hispanic district) cannot be incorporated into 



District 12 or District 14 without depriving minorities in those districts of the ability 

to elect their candidates of choice. 

 The boundary between District 30 and District 23 no longer follows the coast to 

Cape Coral, but instead includes inland areas immediately north of the boundary 

between Lee and Collier Counties, resulting in a compact district. 

 District 34 no longer follows a narrow, north-south configuration.  Instead, it is 

wholly contained in Broward County and continues to be a majority-minority district.  

The Senate conducted the necessary functional analysis on this district.  As a result 

of this revision to District 34, the remaining districts in Palm Beach and Broward 

Counties assume a more natural and logical configuration.  Instead of three districts, 

only one district crosses the boundary between Palm Beach and Broward Counties. 

 District 29 no longer extends along the coast of Palm Beach and Broward Counties.  

This area is substantially revised into compact districts, including a majority-minority 

district (combined African-American and Hispanic) wholly contained in Palm Beach 

County. 

Second, the Senate conducted the necessary functional analysis on all minority districts: 

 The Chairman’s amendment preserves the six African-American and three Hispanic 

districts that existed in the benchmark plan, although some have been reconfigured 

pursuant to the direction of the Court.  Some of these districts—specifically, Districts 

6, 12, and 34—have become significantly more compact. 

 The Chairman’s amendment includes two Hispanic majority-minority districts that 

were not included in the 2002 benchmark plan—one in Central Florida (District 14) 

and one in Miami-Dade County (District 35). 

 The Chairman’s amendment includes one district with a combined African-American 

and Hispanic population of more than 50% (District 29). 

Third, the Chairman’s amendment keeps the City of Lakeland whole within one district. 

Fourth, the Chairman’s amendment provides for a random, incumbent-neutral assignment 

of district numbers, consistent with the direction of the Court, to be conducted in public. 


