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Executive Summary 

The City of California City followed the FAIR MAPS Act and the California Voting Rights Act 
criteria to guide the city’s transition from at-large to by-district elections. The City hosted five 
public hearings on converting to by-district elections, and the City Council voted on April 22, 
2025, on a final map, Draft A, with the odd-numbered districts up for election in 2026 and even-
numbered districts up in 2028. The adopted map meets all criteria required by state and federal 
laws. 

This report documents the specific criteria used during the districting process and describes the 
decisions made when communities of interest (COIs) were split. While the city did its best to 
maintain as many COIs as possible, splits were necessary in order to follow the higher-ranking 
criteria set forth by the FAIR MAPS Act. All decisions and deliberations were made by the City 
Councilmembers and Mayor in public meetings, and meetings and other relevant documents can 
be accessed here: https://www.californiacity-ca.gov/CC/index.php/district-elections 

The demographers also checked for the City’s ability to create a potential majority minority 
district as required under the federal Voting Rights Act and found that it was not possible. The 
two largest protected classes residing in the City, Latino and African American, were not 
concentrated enough to create a majority population within an election-boundary. 

  

https://www.californiacity-ca.gov/CC/index.php/district-elections
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Adopted Map: Draft A 

Draft A originated from a public submission ID 289096 and was modified by the demographers 
using FAIR MAPS Act criteria. The map was edited to follow main roads as much as possible. It 
had letters of support from the public and was adopted unanimously by the City Council. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Draft A with an overlay of the original map ID 289096, which was submitted by a member of the public. 
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FAIR MAPS Act Criteria  

As required, the City of California City adopted a map that ensures the population is well 
balanced, uses the appropriate census dataset, follows the federal Voting Rights Act, and does not 
discriminate or favor a political party, incumbent or candidate. The total deviation for the 
adopted map is 7.7%, below the 10% total deviation maximum allowed for municipalities. 
Additionally, the City and its demographers used the required Statewide Database’s adjusted 
census data, which reallocated incarcerated residents throughout the state.  

Using the FAIR MAPS Act criteria was emphasized since the first day of the districting process, 
and the demographers presented on these requirements at every public hearing. Furthermore, the 
demographers provided documentation to the City Council of which publicly drawn maps did 
and did not fulfill the FAIR MAPS Act criteria. 

Below is the ranked list of criteria as required by the FAIR MAPS Act and how the Adopted Map 
met these criteria. 

 

FAIR MAPS Act Ranked Criteria Adopted Map (Draft A) 
To the extent practicable, council districts shall 
be geographically contiguous. 

All districts are whole and do not overlap with each 
other. 
 

To the extent practicable, the geographic 
integrity of any local neighborhood or local 
community of interest shall be respected in a 
manner that minimizes its division. 

The City does not have official neighborhood 
boundaries, but they do have well-established 
communities and new housing projects. The City 
used definitions of neighborhoods and 
communities of interest as defined by the 
community and the Council Members. 
 

Council district boundaries should be easily 
identifiable and understandable by residents. To 
the extent practicable, council districts shall be 
bounded by natural and artificial barriers, by 
streets, or by the boundaries of the city. 

Main thoroughfares such as California City 
Boulevard and Neuralia Road were used as election 
district boundaries when possible. However, when 
main roads were not used, it was due to higher 
criteria, such as creating balanced populations and 
following US Census blocks, as required. 
 

To the maximum extent practicable, and where it 
does not conflict with the preceding criteria in 
this subdivision, election districts shall be drawn 
to encourage geographical compactness in a 
manner that nearby areas of population are not 
bypassed in favor of more distant populations. 

The City created compact districts and avoided 
constructions that would bypass nearby 
population in favor of more distant population. 
Most districts are more circular/square in 
appearance and any less compact portions are due 
to higher ranked criteria, like following US Census 
block lines. 
 

 

 



5 | P a g e  
 

Public Participation 

The City of California City collected testimony from the public via email, in-person drop-off to 
City staff, and in-person testimony. The bulk of the testimony came in the form of map 
submissions and emails to the City. All written testimony and map submissions can be viewed on 
the City’s districting website. 

 

Splits: Communities of Interest 

Rancho Track 

While discussing communities of interest, Councilmember Ronald Smith mentioned that Draft A 
split the Rancho Track community in the southern part of the city.  

This split was necessary to create a balanced map with a total deviation of under 10%. Because 
the city has a relatively low population, any adjustment of the lines could quickly result in 
unbalanced populations.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


