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Possibly, but the
Sunshine State’s
gerrymandering
process is more
complex

By SHELDON H. JACOBSON

exas Republicans won 25 of
I the state’s 38 House seats in

the 2024 election. The presi-
dent asked Texas to redraw their
House map so that Republicans can
win five additional seats in the 2026
midterm election, which would bring
their haul of House seats up to 30,
leaving eight seats to Democrats.

This contentious request has
drawn the attention of voters across
the nation.

To counter Texas’ new map, which
packs two Democrat district seats
around Dallas, three around Hous-
ton, one around Austin, one around
San Antonio, and one around EI
Paso, California is working to imple-
ment their own redistricting process.
They believe that they can find five
additional Democratic House seats
with their own gerrymander. They
may, however, be able to add a sixth
seat.

Reviewing the California House
map, Democrats held 43 of the 52
seats in the 2024 election, up from
40 in the 2022 election.

Of'the nine seats held by Repub-
licans, there are five districts that
could be gerrymandered away from
them. These include the 3rd, 22nd,
40th, 41st and 48th districts. Howev-
er, Democrats must still protect five
closely contested districts that they
won in 2024 (9th, 13th, 21st, 27th
and 45th). For example, the 13th
district was won by just 187 votes,
making it an effective toss-up seat in
its current form.

A wildcard seat is the Ist district,
which Republicans won by nearly
100,000 votes. However, the 2nd
district, which is adjacent to the Ist

district, was won by Democrats by
over 160,000 votes. The potential to
also grab the Ist district for Demo-
crats exists.

The majority of California seats
won by Republicans were in the less
densely populated eastern side of the
state.

Gerrymandering such seats away
from Republicans will require some
of these areas to be “cracked” so that
the Republican-leaning voters would
effectively be diluted with Democrat-
leaning voters from the western side
of the state.

The new map would make more
of the districts cross the state hori-
zontally, rather than the vertical look
in the current map.

However, any new map will not be
created by a simple swap of census
blocks, but rather, by a complete
remapping. The California Constitu-
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Giventhatanew
mapping procedure
will require a statewide
vote, such a ballot
proposal fliesindirect
oppositionto what
California voters have
supportedinthe past.

tion and federal law require that all
districts have the same population,
preserve communities of interests
and be geographically contiguous. To
satisfy such constraints and add
more Democrat-leaning districts can
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be best achieved using computation-
al redistricting algorithms.

Then there is the Voting Rights
Act 0f1965 (VRA), which requires a
sufficient number of majority-minor-
ity districts in a state. In 2023, 43 of
California’s 52 districts were major-
ity-minority districts. Given its large
Latino population, VRA require-
ments in California’s new map
should not be an issue, though it will
likely be why Republicans will chal-
lenge any new map in the courts.

To date, California has taken the
high road and supported an indepen-
dent commission that has produced
fair maps. The Princeton Gerryman-
der Project graded the current Cali-
fornia maps B overall, with B for
partisan fairness, F for competitive-
ness, and C for geographic features.
In contrast, they graded the current
Texas map F overall, with individual

grades of F, C and F, respectively.

California voters support fair
mapping, and indicated by their
support for an independent mapping
commission. Given that a new map-
ping procedure will require a state-
wide vote, such a ballot proposal flies
in direct opposition to what the vot-
ers have supported in the past. This
means that the votes needed to re-
draw the map are not guaranteed.

The one uncertainty that is faced
in both California and Texas is how
people will actually vote in the 2026
midterm elections. Midterm elec-
tions typically attract fewer voters
than presidential elections. Also, the
Trump wave may have brought vot-
ers out who typically stay at home.
This suggests that Democrats may
fare better in 2026 than they did in
2024, making it more difficult for the
Texas map to yield the desired results
for Republicans.

Yet map tendencies are based on
both party registration and how
voters acted in the past. Just because
there are five percent more Demo-
crats than Republicans in a district
does not guarantee that the Demo-
cratic candidate will win. The num-
ber of independent voters typically
fills the gaps between the party-
registered voters, hence their effect
on the winners cannot be under-
estimated.

Once this gerrymandering fiasco
is done, what is likely to occur is that
the seats gained by Republicans in
Texas will be counterbalanced by the
seats won by Democrats in Califor-
nia. The end result will be wasted
time, wasted energy and wasted
money, all expended to accomplish
nothing.
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