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Comment submitted October 14, 2021 4:23p 
 
Subject: Comment on Redistricting Committee hearing 
 
Hi Tim, I watched the replay of the Redistricting Committee hearing.  During the hearing Jeff Barton asked about the 
boundary that was being used between districts 4 and 5 in the PLAN 1 proposal. 
  
I am including two JPEGs with the information.  In the first map, "A," the RED line is the only place the boundary 
(following a census block line) leaves natural boundaries and follows property lines.  The western part of the boundary 
follows Onion Creek and the eastern part follows the creek known as Mustang Branch. 
  
In the second map "B" parcel lines are shown and the census block boundary can be seen to follow property lines (the 
PURPLE line) except for the placed where the line is dotted. 
  
Todd Giberson 
Buda 
 

 
 

 
 



Comment submitted Thursday, October 14, 2021. 
 

1. Your Name/Nombre: 
Todd Giberson 
 
2. Your Email/Dirección de Correo Electrónico: 
 
3. Your Address/Habla a: 
Buda 
 
4. Your Comments/Tus Comentarios: 
In past years, the population from the Kyle Correctional Center has been removed from the calculations. Hays 
County itself in its redrawing of the Commissioner's Precincts is removing the population of Kyle Correctional 
Facility.  
 
In the case of the proposed Trustee District 1, in which the facility is located, the district is somewhat over the 
ideal population. Removing the 522 persons of the facility from the calculations actually brings the district very 
close to an ideal population at 23,191 with an even 55.0% Hispanic Voting Age Population (HVAP). 

 
[See Map Attachment on webpage] 

 
 

 
Comment submitted Friday, October 15, 2021 2:48p Todd Giberson, citizen.  
 
Subject: Alternative Suggestion for Single-member Districts 
 
Tim, I am attaching a map of an alternative proposal for the single-member trustee districts.  I am calling it Option R-6 
where the "R" simply means it was submitted by a "Resident" of the district.  I have created a total of 7 options besides 
the "Plan 1" that you had developed with the demographer, but this is my personal favorite at the time (of the ones I 
have done).  If the demographer or anyone wants to see the others I can send them, but not all of them have population 
numbers in line with what would be acceptable. 
  
If it is preferred, and if it is possible to include an attachment, I can submit this through the Redistricting Committee 
comment site. 
  
Todd Giberson 
Buda 
  
NOTES ON 'OPTION R-6' 
  
District 3 -- this slight modification of #3 from PLAN 1 increases the HVAP slightly, to 54.6%. 
  
District 4 -- I like the idea of Driftwood being in district 4 and this map reflects that. 
  
Districts 2 and 5 -- In PLAN 1 the Saddlebrook area (far south of the school district) was moved into #5.  In this plan I put 
Saddlebrook back with #2 and move the Meadows at Buda into #5. The two areas are very close in total population but 
the Saddlebrook area has a higher percentage HVAP, keeping the higher HVAP area within the 3 Hispanic district 
footprint. 
  
HCVAP -- The way CVAP is calculated may be different in my system compared to the CVAP numbers from the 
application being used by the demographer, but I show all three of the Hispanic majority districts at 50.0% or better. 
  



The plan does not draw any incumbent out of their district. 
  
ADDITIONAL NOTE: 
  
When I replicated PLAN 1 in my district-drawing application, it seems PLAN 1 may have a few blocks included that are 
just outside the district (when using the Census Bureau's school district boundary).  The extra blocks are likely along the 
top edge of the school district in district 4 (between Hwy 290 and the Chaparral Park), for an extra 79 people.  There are 
perhaps another 3 persons extra in district 5 in the Driftwood area as well. 
 
 
[See Map Attachment on webpage] 
 


