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Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to the upcoming redistricting effort.  In my 

recent efforts to become more informed on this topic, I have gained a lot of respect for 

the importance and difficulty in drawing fair maps.  The committee has a formidable task 

ahead of it. 

 

Top line 2020 Census Data indicates that the overall population of Kansas has grown 

about 3 percent.  On the surface, one might think that only minor adjustments would be 

necessary to the current district maps in order to accommodate this increase.  However, 

the Census Data paints a different picture at the county level.  It is anticipated that 

approximately 90 of 105 counties will show a decrease in population while the northeast 

and Wichita areas of the state will experience increases.  Good Guidelines and Criteria 

are needed in order to account for this population shift in a fair manner. 

 

I have reviewed both the 2012 and 2022 (proposed) Guidelines and find them to be 

nearly identical.  A synopsis of some of the key points include: 

 Districts should be numerically equal. 

o I appreciate that a specific target of + or – 5% is stipulated. 

 Redistricting will not dilute minority voting strength (1965 Voting Rights Act). 

 Recognition of “communities of interest” to allow their voices to be heard. 

 

There are several other guidelines that I have grouped together for my convenience in 

order to address my concern.  They are: 



 Districts should be geographically compact and contiguous 

 Existing congressional districts and political subdivisions should be preserved 

 Counties should not be split. 

 

Individually, each of these guidelines have merit, but taken together, they appear to 

place a significant emphasis on the concept that geography and existing political 

boundaries define homogenous groups that share many of the same interests.  In fact 

the guidelines state:  “County lines are meaningful in Kansas and Kansas counties 

historically have been significant political units….To a considerable degree most 

counties in Kansas are economic, social, and cultural units…” 

 

This may be true to some degree, but we also need to acknowledge that Kansas has 

become more diversified over the years.  So, I hope that the committee will take 

demographic data contained in the 2020 Census into consideration rather than rely 

solely on the assumption stated above. 

 

I would also urge the committee to consider several other criteria which, when used in 

conjunction with those already stated, can produce fairer maps.  These are: 

 Proportionality – which, simply put, recognizes the partisan nature of the state’s 

total population and endeavors to have that ratio reflected in congressional and 

legislative elections. 

 Competitiveness – which seeks to increase the number of districts where 

candidates win or lose their election by a margin of + or - 5%. 

 Efficiency Gap –which is a measure of the number of votes lost due to what is 

referred to as the practice of “packing” and “cracking” the voting districts. 

A review of our current district map indicates that there is room for improvement in each 

of these areas. 

 

And finally, I would like to advocate for an independent, non-partisan committee to be 

used in the future to insure fair maps and restore Kansans’ faith in government. 

 

[Pam Nolan]  


