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Deviation Voting Age Population: Polygon| Length  Perim Area Reock Convex Polsby- Counties: Cities: Follow political and geographic boundaries:

Dist. Total % Black Hisp. Hisp.Blk| Rings | (miles) (miles) (sg.mi) | Ratio Hull  Popper | Whole Parts | Whole Parts | County  City Pol. Roads Water Pol/Geo

14,629 3.1% 15.1% 21.1% 0.9% 41 61.8 207.7 1,643.9| 0.43 0.79 0.39 51 45 390 45 58% 20% 72% 22% 36% 93%
1 5,885 1.3% 11.5% 4.7% 0.2% 1 118 372 4,984 0.45 0.79 0.45 5 1 39 0 88% 6% 92% 6% 38% 99%
2 2,326 0.5% 15.5% 4.0% 0.3% 1 85 294 2,478 0.43 0.80 0.36 2 1 6 0 85% 6% 90% 7% 46% 99% Overall numbers
3 4,375 0.9% 29.6% 5.3% 0.4% 1 176 543 8,269 0.34 0.76 0.35 11 0 24 0 100% 1% 100% 1% 41% 100% of county and city splits,
4 -2,414  -0.5% 16.3% 5.7% 0.3% 1 111 447 4,486 0.47 0.73 0.28 7 1 24 1 90% 12% 92% 6% 20% 97% relative to benchmark:
5 -1,511  -0.3% 8.5% 6.3% 0.3% 1 133 434 4,292 0.31 0.71 0.29 5 1 21 1 90% 7% 92% 10% 37% 97%
6 -1,387 -0.3% 10.0% 6.4% 0.4% 1 59 323 1,349 0.50 0.71 0.16 1 1 7 1 73% 31% 73% 19% 43% 91% ;:§ ¥ e e e © R % R
7 7,695 1.6% 10.6% 8.3% 0.4% 1 80 354 2,982 0.51 0.79 0.30 2 1 13 0 88% 11% 94% 4% 44% 97% r_QB_N a $ $ $ :r; g &; g
8 -1,102  -0.2% 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 1 29 118 296 0.44 0.73 0.27 0 1 0 1 25% 25% 25% 50% 19% 76% S g
9 -14 0.0% 10.4% 5.8% 0.3% 1 86 271 2,012 0.35 0.75 0.34 2 1 14 0 82% 24% 92% 8% 67% 99% é E
10 -6,670 -1.4% 5.0% 9.9% 0.4% 1 54 171 1,273 0.55 0.89 0.55 1 1 6 0 79% 4% 80% 18% 34% 88% 2o
11 -5,994 -1.3% 10.5% 15.2% 0.8% 1 34 122 402 0.45 0.80 0.34 1 1 9 0 80% 21% 87% 9% 60% 98% §' S
12 6078 13% | 11.9% 11.7% 0.6% 1 70 215 1,180 | 031 076 032 | O 2 14 0 | 56%  29%  77% | 13%  20%  91% 23lsr o9y
13 4,891 1.0% 8.9% 9.0% 0.5% 1 73 261 1,570 0.38 0.78 0.29 0 2 12 0 55% 19% 75% 17% 65% 96% &
14 1,361 0.3% 35.9% 19.8% 1.4% 1 29 104 310 0.47 0.79 0.36 0 1 5 1 49% 25% 68% 28% 23% 92%
15 1,852 0.4% 10.1% 27.9% 1.6% 1 35 102 322 0.34 0.87 0.39 0 1 4 1 51% 17% 61% 41% 24% 99% o —
16 1,329 0.3% 10.7% 37.5% 2.1% 1 75 256 1,877 0.42 0.86 0.36 1 1 5 1 76% 5% 81% 18% 34% 97% gg o olo ¢ © o ~
17 -4,726 -1.0% 4.8% 7.8% 0.3% 1 32 97 356 0.45 0.87 0.47 0 2 12 1 54% 17% 63% 12% 58% 86% = % o N 9 N 9d ¥ 93K
18 5435 1.2% 8.3% 8.2% 0.4% 1 62 188 1,360 0.45 0.86 0.48 1 1 17 0 77% 8% 85% 7% 45% 97% § g
19 -6,934 -1.5% 34.8% 23.4% 1.7% 1 45 148 391 0.25 0.64 0.23 0 2 0 2 30% 21% 47% 38% 44% 91%
20 -5,961 -1.3% 6.8% 21.9% 1.0% 1 35 113 340 0.36 0.73 0.33 0 2 0 1 28% 30% 40% 30% 32% 75%
21 -6,295 -1.3% 11.7% 17.8% 0.9% 1 44 131 692 0.46 0.82 0.51 0 1 2 1 62% 14% 69% 24% 6% 93%
22 -6,369 -1.4% 5.1% 6.5% 0.2% 1 25 90 279 0.55 0.77 0.44 0 1 12 2 52% 36% 63% 20% 71% 94%
23 6,946 1.5% 7.6% 11.1% 0.3% 1 53 145 1,114 0.49 0.95 0.66 1 1 7 0 80% 0% 80% 12% 36% 97% c c
24 7,454 1.6% 12.7% 17.6% 0.6% 1 87 365 3,239 0.54 0.81 0.31 2 1 20 0 85% 7% 93% 6% 38% 97% 3 ks '% '%
25 -5,930 -1.3% 12.7% 13.1% 0.5% 1 83 251 2,333 0.43 0.90 0.47 3 0 8 0 100% 2% 100% 0% 62% 100% _fg ‘Z _g_ ks g
26 2,133 05% | 52% 92%  0.2% 1 128 391 4179 | 032 074 034 | 4 1 7 0 92% 0%  92% | 6%  28%  99% I 5 o 2 8 z 8
27 -897 -0.2% 7.0% 13.4% 0.5% 1 44 128 795 0.52 0.91 0.61 0 1 4 0 58% 13% 70% 22% 56% 95% § ﬂi s § s g g :f %
28 645 0.1% 153% 20.9% 0.7% 1 69 239 1,909 0.51 0.88 0.42 0 1 12 0 62% 25% 84% 14% 22% 96% f§ é = E 2 5 5 ey 2
29 1,105 0.2% 6.5% 21.7% 0.5% 1 91 281 2,722 0.42 0.79 0.43 1 1 4 0 81% 6% 86% 10% 32% 98% g S E E § é_ é _&CU g —é_
30 -1,269  -0.3% 22.4% 19.8% 0.8% 1 33 110 305 0.36 0.77 0.32 0 1 23 0 24% 56% 78% 20% 33% 98% g 21, § g S %5 ﬁ E 5 5
31 2,077 0.4% 15.4% 29.5% 1.0% 1 48 153 945 0.52 0.90 0.51 0 1 3 7 67% 25% 86% 15% 7% 95% g '% %‘ S g g w S g 2 2
32 3,163 0.7% 10.3% 22.4% 0.9% 1 29 106 227 0.33 0.66 0.25 0 1 10 5 31% 49% 78% 27% 32% 91% G |3 g g g g y% %‘ e g g
33 124  0.0% 9.1% 11.1% 0.4% 1 26 79 192 0.35 0.78 0.39 0 2 4 1 23% 32% 49% 49% 25% 89% % § TVD)- i,:, i,:, % so E $ $
34 -2,548  -0.5% | 50.6% 30.8%  2.7% 1 16 59 83 | 043 072 030 | 0 2 5 3 13%  76%  76% | 37%  10%  92% 5 2855885355
35 -1,015  -0.2% | 50.0% 16.7%  1.2% 1 17 61 84 | 039 075 029 | © 1 4 7 3%  38%  38% | 55% 0%  73% EEELEIES S L L
36 6,676 -1.4% | 7.3% | 87.7% 2.4% 1 18 58 163 | 064 092  0.60 0 1 7 0 17%  33%  33% | 64%  22%  91% 288 2FN=25822
37 -3,137 -0.7% 4.8% 86.7% 2.7% 1 12 39 53 0.48 0.75 0.44 0 1 2 3 0% 19% 19% 68% 14% 79%
38 2,852 0.6% 32.4% 39.4% 2.3% 1 17 56 136 0.61 0.89 0.55 0 1 13 2 41% 25% 60% 21% 51% 92%
39 3,710 0.8% 16.6% 48.0% 1.6% 2 199 592 5,681 0.18 0.48 0.20 1 1 11 2 90% 2% 91% 8% 80% 99%
40 -597  -0.1% 6.3% 79.6% 1.4% 1 14 45 95 0.62 0.88 0.60 0 1 0 1 0% 13% 13% 67% 12% 71%
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Counties included in more than one district Counties included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district
County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area%
Alachua 4 87,632 35.4% 661.8 68.3% Coral Gables 37 32,529 69.5% 5.8 15.5%
Alachua 5 159,704 64.6% 307.0 31.7% Coral Gables 39 14,251 30.5% 31.5 84.5%
Brevard 13 205,936 37.9% 813.5 52.3% Deerfield Beach 32 11,939 15.9% 2.4 14.5%
Brevard 18 337,440 62.1% 743.5 47.8% Deerfield Beach 33 35,995 48.0% 9.5 58.7%
Broward 31 472,110 27.0% 945.0 71.4% Deerfield Beach 35 27,084 36.1% 4.4 26.8%
Broward 32 473,196 27.1% 227.3 17.2% Fort Lauderdale 32 93,094 56.2% 23.0 59.6%
Broward 33 89,465 5.1% 23.0 1.7% Fort Lauderdale 35 72,427 43.8% 15.6 40.4%
Broward 34 244,277 14.0% 43.5 3.3% Gainesville 4 41,880 33.7% 34.0 54.5%
Broward 35 469,018 26.8% 84.1 6.4% Gainesville 5 82,474 66.3% 28.4 45.5%
Duval 6 395,332 45.7% 622.7 67.8% Jacksonville 6 352,853 42.9% 578.8 66.2%
Duval 8 468,931 54.3% 295.8 32.2% Jacksonville 8 468,931 57.1% 295.8 33.8%
Hillsborough 19 385,392 31.4% 329.4 26.0% Largo 17 30,135 38.8% 7.4 39.5%
Hillsborough 20 380,096 30.9% 244.1 19.3% Largo 22 47,513 61.2% 11.2 60.5%
Hillsborough 21 463,738 37.7% 692.2 54.7% Margate 31 38,270 71.8% 6.8 74.8%
Lake 7 72,066 24.3% 492.9 42.6% Margate 35 15,014 28.2% 2.3 25.3%
Lake 12 224,986 75.7% 664.1 57.4% Miami 37 235,718 59.0% 17.6 31.3%
Lee 27 469,136 75.8% 795.3 65.6% Miami 38 116,562 29.2% 20.1 35.9%
Lee 29 149,618 24.2% 417.2 34.4% Miami 39 47,177 11.8% 18.4 32.8%
Miami-Dade 34 223,208 8.9% 40.0 1.6% Miramar 31 33,661 27.6% 14.2 45.3%
Miami-Dade 36 463,357 18.6% 163.3 6.7% Miramar 34 88,380 72.4% 171 54.7%
Miami-Dade 37 466,896 18.7% 52.7 2.2% North Miami 34 31,301 53.3% 3.3 33.1%
Miami-Dade 38 472,885 18.9% 136.4 5.6% North Miami 38 27,485 46.8% 6.7 66.9%
Miami-Dade 39 400,653 16.1% 1,943.5 79.9% Orlando 14 116,986 49.1% 35.6 32.1%
Miami-Dade 40 469,436 18.8% 95.3 3.9% Orlando 15 109,541 46.0% 34.7 31.4%
Okaloosa 1 157,454 87.1% 652.2 60.3% Orlando 16 11,773 4.9% 40.4 36.5%
Okaloosa 2 23,368 12.9% 429.9 39.7% Pembroke Pines 31 56,224 36.3% 17.0 48.8%
Orange 14 471,394 41.1% 310.1 30.9% Pembroke Pines 34 98,526 63.7% 17.8 51.2%
Orange 15 471,885 41.2% 3224 32.1% Plantation 31 56,474 66.5% 13.7 62.3%
Orange 16 202,677 17.7% 370.7 37.0% Plantation 32 15,100 17.8% 5.6 25.4%
Palm Beach 28 470,678 35.7% 1,909.2 80.1% Plantation 35 13,381 15.8% 2.7 12.3%
Palm Beach 30 468,764 35.5% 304.7 12.8% Pompano Beach 32 20,589 20.6% 4.3 16.9%
Palm Beach 33 380,692 28.8% 169.2 7.1% Pompano Beach 35 79,256 79.4% 21.1 83.1%
Pasco 10 290,585 62.5% 684.2 78.8% Southwest Ranches 31 5,287 72.0% 8.8 67.1%
Pasco 17 90,136 19.4% 88.2 10.2% Southwest Ranches 32 2,058 28.0% 4.3 33.0%
Pasco 20 83,976 18.1% 96.1 11.1% St. Petersburg 19 77,707 31.8% 62.1 45.1%
Pinellas 17 375,171 40.9% 267.4 44.0% St. Petersburg 22 167,062 68.3% 75.6 54.9%
Pinellas 19 77,707 8.5% 62.1 10.2% Sunrise 31 44,235 52.4% 12.8 69.9%
Pinellas 22 463,664 50.6% 278.7 45.8% Sunrise 35 40,204 47.6% 55 30.1%
Polk 12 251,125 41.7% 516.0 25.7% Sweetwater 37 13,499 100.0% 0.8 99.6%
Polk 24 350,970 58.3% 1,494.5 74.3% Sweetwater 40 0 0.0% 0.0 0.4%
Sarasota 23 154,146 40.6% 2213 30.5% Tamarac 31 27,420 45.4% 6.0 49.8%
Sarasota 26 225,302 59.4% 504.1 69.5% Tamarac 35 33,007 54.6% 6.1 50.2%
Volusia 9 184,284 37.3% 620.0 43.3% Tampa 19 191,774 57.1% 52.7 30.1%
Volusia 11 41,321 8.4% 56.3 3.9% Tampa 20 101,964 30.4% 94.3 53.8%
Volusia 13 268,988 54.4% 756.2 52.8% Tampa 21 41,971 12.5% 28.2 16.1%
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2012 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Census 2012 General Election Registered Voters 2012 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. VAP who are: RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
= Black v Hisp. BlkHisp Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
34 50.6% 30.8% 2.7% 65.4% 13.3% 21.3% 48.4% 22.8% 62.6% 15.5% 9.7% 41.5% 84.5% 44.4% 24.1% 69.4% 12.6% 18.0% 53.2% 20.8% 66.6% 13.7% 9.2% 42.6% 86.9% 45.7% 25.8%
35 50.0% 16.7% 1.2% 65.0% 13.6% 21.4% 47.2% 10.0% 61.4% 8.0% 9.7% 11.6% 84.6% 51.8% 15.7% 69.0% 13.2% 17.8% 51.5% 9.0% 65.1% 7.0% 8.6% 11.3% 87.1% 53.9% 16.7%
8 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 55.0% 27.4% 17.6% 44.3% 3.5% 69.3% 2.6% 5.0% 3.1% 86.1% 41.6% 24.5% 56.9% 29.3% 13.8% 46.0% 2.9% 71.8% 2.2% 4.0% 2.7% 88.8% 43.3% 27.8%
14 35.9% 19.8% 1.4% 50.9% 24.8% 24.3% 33.4% 13.6% 54.7% 13.5% 4.3% 8.5% 83.2% 50.2% 15.4% 52.4% 27.7% 20.0% 35.1% 11.3% 57.8% 11.3% 3.4% 6.9% 86.1% 52.2% 17.0%
19 34.8% 23.4% 1.7% 56.6% 19.0% 24.4% 36.1% 14.1% 53.7% 12.2% 5.8% 12.5% 84.1% 49.3% 17.0% 59.5% 20.3% 20.2% 38.6% 12.1% 56.3% 10.6% 4.7% 11.0% 86.8% 52.3% 18.5%
38 32.4% 39.4% 2.3% 59.2% 15.3% 25.5% 33.6% 27.9% 48.8% 20.5% 6.1% 43.5% 85.8% 43.6% 23.9% 61.2% 15.7% 23.1% 34.3% 27.2% 49.4% 19.6% 4.8% 44.0% 88.0% 44.0% 25.4%
= Hisp. v
36 7.3% 87.7% 2.4% 32.7% 37.4% 29.9% 6.5% 77.7% 16.6% 67.2% 0.6% 84.9% 84.3% 28.3% 40.9% 32.6% 40.9% 26.5% 6.8% 77.9% 18.2% 65.4% 0.5% 85.7% 86.9% 27.4% 45.0%
37 4.8% 86.7% 2.7% 31.2% 39.7% 29.1% 3.0% 75.4% 7.4% 67.3% 0.5% 82.3% 77.5% 27.8% 43.4% 31.0% 43.0% 26.0% 2.8% 75.8% 7.2% 66.2% 0.3% 83.0% 80.1% 27.1% 47.0%
40 6.3% 79.6% 1.4% 32.3% 37.3% 30.4% 5.4% 69.6% 13.0% 58.0% 0.7% 77.5% 77.6% 26.9% 41.6% 32.7% 40.5% 26.8% 5.8% 69.2% 14.5% 55.3% 0.6% 78.1% 81.1% 26.1% 45.8%
2010 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Primary Turnout 2010 General Election Registered Voters 2010 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. Dems who are: Reps who RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
Black Hisp are Hisp. Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
34 72.5% 4.7% 34.5% 65.8% 14.1% 20.1% 47.9% 21.5% 61.6% 14.6% 10.3% 40.2% 84.5% 44.4% 26.3% 72.2% 14.7% 13.0% 55.5% 15.1% 68.7% 8.6% 8.3% 38.1% 89.4% 41.3% 37.1%
35 63.5% 2.7% 6.1% 64.7% 14.6% 20.7% 45.5% 9.3% 59.4% 7.5% 9.8% 10.7% 84.6% 52.0% 16.9% 69.2% 17.1% 13.7% 48.6% 5.9% 63.3% 4.5% 6.6% 8.2% 90.0% 53.0% 23.7%
8 65.5% 0.7% 1.4% 56.1% 27.5% 16.4% 43.3% 3.2% 67.1% 2.4% 5.1% 3.0% 86.8% 41.7% 25.7% 55.9% 34.0% 10.1% 40.8% 1.9% 66.8% 1.3% 3.1% 2.1% 91.6% 39.0% 37.7%
14 54.2% 5.5% 3.7% 51.2% 25.9% 22.9% 32.4% 12.4% 53.2% 12.3% 4.4% 8.1% 84.1% 50.4% 16.9% 49.6% 35.6% 14.8% 31.0% 7.5% 55.6% 7.7% 2.7% 5.3% 88.9% 50.7% 25.0%
19 52.7% 3.6% 6.1% 57.4% 20.0% 22.6% 35.6% 12.7% 52.6% 10.8% 6.0% 11.8% 84.9% 48.7% 18.6% 59.7% 25.6% 14.8% 35.4% 7.5% 53.7% 6.2% 3.6% 8.2% 90.5% 49.3% 27.7%
38 55.8% 9.4% 48.4% 60.4% 16.0% 23.5% 34.0% 26.5% 48.5% 19.0% 6.7% 44.0% 86.2% 43.3% 26.6% 63.4% 19.1% 17.6% 34.4% 23.5% 49.1% 14.6% 4.2% 45.1% 90.4% 39.5% 36.6%
36 33.5% 43.0% 86.5% 33.0% 39.4% 27.6% 7.6% 74.4% 19.6% 61.5% 0.7% 83.4% 84.9% 27.3% 44.1% 29.7% 51.5% 18.8% 8.7% 73.9% 26.3% 52.3% 0.5% 84.9% 90.2% 21.1% 59.2%
37 7.4% 50.0% 86.0% 30.4% 42.9% 26.7% 3.0% 74.6% 7.7% 64.3% 0.5% 82.3% 79.6% 26.2% 47.3% 26.5% 54.8% 18.7% 2.3% 75.1% 7.3% 57.0% 0.2% 83.8% 83.7% 20.1% 61.2%
40 20.5% 33.4% 78.7% 32.5% 39.2% 28.2% 5.6% 68.0% 13.4% 55.5% 0.8% 76.8% 78.1% 26.5% 44.3% 31.7% 48.9% 19.4% 6.4% 65.6% 17.0% 45.3% 0.6% 77.3% 84.8% 21.9% 57.7%
Election Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
Dist. 2012 US Pres 2012 US Sen 2010 Gov 2010 CFO 2010 Att.Gen 2010 Cm.Ag 2010 US Sen 2008 US Pres 2006 Gov 2006 CFO 2006 Att.Gen 2006 Cm.Ag 2006 US Sen
Total D_Oba R_Rom D_Nel R_Mac D_Sin R_Sco D_Aus R_Atw D_Gel R_Bon D_Mad R_Put D_Mee R_Rub |_Cri D_Oba R_McC D_Dav R_Cri D_Sin R_Lee D_Cam R_McC D_Cop R_Bro D_Nel R_Har
34 83.8% 16.2% 84.8% 15.2% 82.0% 18.0% 78.9% 21.1% 80.8% 19.2% 80.8% 19.2% 57.6% 17.0% 25.4% 81.9% 18.1% 77.8% 22.2% 82.0% 18.0% 77.9% 22.1% 77.1% 22.9% 82.6% 17.4%
35 82.8% 17.2% 84.2% 15.8% 79.4% 20.6% 74.9% 25.1% 77.7% 22.3% 77.2% 22.8% 52.9% 18.7% 28.4% 81.3% 18.7% 74.3% 25.7% 79.6% 20.4% 75.2% 24.8% 73.8% 26.2% 81.3% 18.7%
8 61.2% 38.8% 65.9% 34.1% 58.0% 42.0% 53.6% 46.4% 54.5% 45.5% 55.3% 44.7% 41.0% 41.8% 17.2% 60.7% 39.3% 49.7% 50.3% 57.3% 42.7% 49.3% 50.7% 49.1% 50.9% 61.7% 38.3%
14 65.8% 34.2% 70.4% 29.6% 61.1% 38.9% 53.5% 46.5% 55.6% 44.4% 54.7% 45.3% 38.3% 41.4% 20.3% 65.3% 34.7% 50.7% 49.3% 59.4% 40.6% 49.7% 50.3% 47.9% 52.1% 66.8% 33.2%
19 74.0% 26.0% 77.8% 22.2% 70.1% 29.9% 62.2% 37.8% 62.0% 38.0% 60.7% 39.3% 39.0% 27.2% 33.9% 73.5% 26.5% 62.9% 37.1% 67.1% 32.9% 62.9% 37.1% 59.3% 40.7% 75.2% 24.8%
38 76.3% 23.7% 78.4% 21.6% 74.7% 25.3% 70.1% 29.9% 75.5% 24.5% 72.5% 27.5% 45.0% 25.0% 30.0% 76.2% 23.8% 73.3% 26.7% 78.1% 21.9% 74.3% 25.7% 72.7% 27.3% 79.9% 20.1%
36 51.4% 48.6% 53.9% 46.1% 42.0% 58.0% 36.8% 63.2% 38.9% 61.1% 38.1% 61.9% 19.5% 62.0% 18.5% 45.2% 54.8% 39.0% 61.0% 44.3% 55.7% 42.0% 58.0% 40.6% 59.4% 49.4% 50.6%
37 50.0% 50.0% 52.0% 48.0% 40.6% 59.4% 32.8% 67.2% 37.3% 62.7% 34.0% 66.0% 13.9% 64.5% 21.7% 41.8% 58.2% 35.7% 64.3% 42.1% 57.9% 39.5% 60.5% 36.8% 63.2% 46.7% 53.3%
40 50.9% 49.1% 53.3% 46.7% 47.5% 52.5% 39.0% 61.0% 42.8% 57.2% 40.1% 59.9% 17.9% 56.2% 25.9% 46.6% 53.4% 45.0% 55.0% 51.0% 49.0% 46.5% 53.5% 44.6% 55.4% 54.7% 45.3%




