
Ideal 2010 Ideal % White % Black % Other % Total White % Black % Other %
District Pop Census Var Var Pop White Pop Black Pop Other VAP VAP W VAP VAP B VAP VAP O VAP

1 27,621 27,243 ‐378 ‐1.37 21,424 78.64 4,841 17.77 978 3.59 19,985 16,034 80.23 3,315 16.59 636 3.18
2 27,621 27,562 ‐59 ‐0.21 23,644 85.78 2,826 10.25 1,092 3.96 20,627 18,040 87.46 1,907 9.25 680 3.30
3 27,621 27,529 ‐92 ‐0.33 20,048 72.83 6,664 24.21 817 2.97 19,975 14,883 74.51 4,614 23.10 478 2.39
4 27,621 27,207 ‐414 ‐1.50 21,799 80.12 4,804 17.66 604 2.22 20,143 16,396 81.40 3,388 16.82 359 1.78
5 27,621 28,562 941 3.41 21,121 73.95 5,498 19.25 1,943 6.80 21,848 16,728 76.57 3,844 17.59 1,276 5.84

Totals 138,105 138,103 108,036 78.23 24,633 17.84 5,434 3.93 102,578 82,081 80.02 17,068 16.64 3,429 3.34

4.91

The top‐to‐bottom variance (relative overall range) is derived by adding the variance percentage of the 
smallest and largest district together, disregarding the negative value.

Rankin County
Proposed Supervisor Districts

Population Summary

Top‐to‐Bottom Variance = 
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District Members Locked Name Populati White Black _18__Po_18__W_18__BlkSHAPE_LSHAPE_AIdeal Variance

1 1.00000000000 SD 1 27243 21424 4841 19985 16034 3315 ###### ###### 27621 ‐378

2 1.00000000000 SD 2 27562 23644 2826 20627 18040 1907 ###### ###### 27621 ‐59
3 1.00000000000 SD 3 27529 20048 6664 19975 14883 4614 ###### ###### 27621 ‐92
4 1.00000000000 SD 4 27207 21799 4804 20143 16396 3388 ###### ###### 27621 ‐414
5 1.00000000000 SD 5 28562 21121 5498 21848 16728 3844 ###### ###### 27621 941
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