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Agenda

• Review: Redistricting considerations

• Recap of BART redistricting maps

• Intro to Plan E2

• Discussion



Redistricting Considerations

• Public and Director input from previous Board 
meeting (02/24/2022)

• Redistricting best practices

• Geographically contiguous and compact districts

• BART stations, Cities, Census Designated Places



Incumbent and Candidate Locations
• California Constitution, Article XXI, Section 2(e)

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=CONS&sectionNum=SEC.%202.&article=XXI


California FAIR MAPS Act –AB 849
• Board resolution, January 2022, “…that BART’s 

redistricting strategy greatly aligns with the requirements 
set forth in the FAIR MAPS Act…”

• Section 21500 of the Elections Code, Item (d)

• Districts shall not be adopted for the purpose of favoring 
or discriminating against a political party



PUC: BART Redistricting
• Public Utilities Code, Division 10 Transit Districts; Part 2: San 

Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit; Chapter 3: Government of 
District, Article 2.2

• Boundaries of the election districts need not conform to the boundaries of 
counties, cities, cities and counties, or districts, or of wards, or election 
districts established for the nomination or election of any officers thereof, or 
of Assembly, Senate, or Congressional Districts

• GEOinovo has made every effort to maintain 
geographic integrity of cities and places

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=CONS&sectionNum=SEC.%202.&article=XXI


BART: Redistricting Map Summary
• Plan A, B, C: original plans by demographer

• Plan D, E: Public + Director Input

• Plan E2: Additional Director Input

• Public 101: Not viable

• Public 102, 103, 104



BART: Current Map Candidates
• Plan A, B, C: original plans by demographer

• Plan D and E: Public + Director Input

• NEW: Plan E2: Additional Director Input

• Public 101: Not viable

• Public 102, 103, and 104



Plan E



Plan E2

• Plan E + actionable feedback from previous 

Board meeting (02/24/2022)



Plan E and E2: Director Input
• Identical or nearly identical: District 1, 2, 3, and 6

• Differences: 4, 5, 7, 8 and 9

• Population variance: E: 0.07%, E2: 0.09%

Plan E Plan E2



Plan E2: District 1, 2, 3
• District 1: Clayton, Moraga, Lafayette, Orinda, 

Morgan Territory Rd; 4 BART stations (incl. 
Concord Station) + 1 shared

• District 2: Five (5) BART stations + northern half of 
Martinez

• District 3: Improved geographic compactness; Five 
(5) BART stations + 2 shared stations, NW Contra 
Costa County cities, Albany, Berkeley



Plan E2: District 4 ,5, 6
• District 4: E. Oakland, San Leandro, NW Hayward; 

87.6% protected-class district, 6 BART stations + 2 
shared (Hayward, S. Hayward)

• District 5: SE Alameda County; 3 BART stations + 1 
shared (Hayward)

• District 6: Union City, Newark, Fremont, SW 
Hayward; 3 BART stations + 1 shared (S. Hayward)



Plan E2: District 7 ,8, 9
• District 7: SF Bayview District + W. Oakland, 

Piedmont, Alameda; 6 BART stations + 1 shared 

• District 8: Chinatown, Marina District, Pacific 
Heights, Richmond District, Sunset District, 
Balboa Park; 1 BART station + 5 shared

• District 9: Central SF (incl. Western Addition, 
Mission District, Potrero District), extend to 
County line; 2 BART stations + 5 shared



Plan E2 : Statistics



Plan E2: Differences (District 1, 3)
• District 1: Extend to Contra Costa County line

• Population change: D1: +1, D3: -1
District 3-E: Maintain boundary at City of Oakland District 3-2E: District 1 to Alameda County line



Plan E2: Differences (District 4)
District 4: E. Oakland, San Leandro (Fruitvale 

to S. Hayward), urban core district
Plan E: E. Oakland, Alameda County line Plan E2: Urban Core district



Plan E2: District 4
Population: 87.6% Protected-class, urban core district

Latino Influence Asian Influence

African American Influence



Plan E2: Differences (District 5)
District 5: Foothills to Alameda County line, 
Castro Valley

Plan E: Smaller, populated area to S. Hayward station Plan E2: Foothills to County line, Castro Valley



Plan E2: Differences (District 7)
District 7: Alameda, enhanced geographic compactness, 
62.6% protected class

Plan E Plan E2



Plan E2: Differences (District 8, 9)
District 8: Pacific Heights

District 9: Extend to SF County line, +Latino influence 

District 8: Pacific Heights District 9: Latino influence, Mission St, Hwy 101 as dividing lines



E2 Summary
• Plan E2 implements actionable feedback from the 

previous Board meeting (02/24/2022)

• District 4: Urban core + 87.6% protected-class population

• District 7: SF Bayview District, W. Oakland, Piedmont, 
Alameda; 62.6% protected-class

• District 8: Pacific Heights, Chinatown

• Population variance: 0.09%



Conclusion
• Public and Director engagement, 9 viable maps; 

2011 redistricting: 2 maps

• Maps follow redistricting best practices for 
population balance, geographic contiguity, etc.

• Board resolution (01/13/2022) to adopt California 
FAIR MAPS Act for increased transparency

• Establish BART districts for the next 10 years



Open Discussion


