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New Population Estimates Show
Continued Change in Congressional Delegations

Today’ s announcement of the first population estimates of the 2000 decade produced several
changesin the reallocation of seatsin the U.S. House of Representatives, if the new estimates
were used in the apportionment process, according to a study released by Election Data Services,
Inc. The new estimates show that | owa and Ohio would each loose an additional congressional
seat from what they were awarded just ayear ago when the final 2000 Census data was
announced and the official apportionment took place. In addition, the new 2001 estimates show
the state of Texas would gain one more additional seat, adding to the two additional seats it
received last year. The fourth state that would change would be either North Carolina or Utah,
dependent upon whether military personnel stationed overseas are included in the apportionment
process.

lowa’sloss of aseat with the 2001 estimates continues the states' steady decline of congressional
representation over the past century. In 1910, lowa had its' al time high of 11 congressional
seats, but the 2001 population estimates shows | owa would be down to just 4 congressional
districts. 1owa’sfifth seat, the one that now appears lost with the new estimates, just missed the
cut-off point of 435 seats (Congress' s size has been set at 435 seats since the 1910 Census).
Under the 2001 population estimates, | owa would be delegated seat number 436, having missed
keeping the district by just 7,106 people.

The other state to lose a seat with the 2001 estimates, Ohio, camein at seat number 437 and the
state lost the district by 88,331 people. Ohio lost a seat in 2000 with the official apportionment,
but was in danger of loosing a second seat even then. At that time, its' 18" (and last) seat was
seat number 433.

Texas gain of an additional seat in the new Election Data Services, Inc. study, would giveit 33
congressional districts, if the 2001 population estimates were used for the apportionment process.
Texas had gained two seats last year, another three seatsin 1990, and three more seats in 1980.
Texas has doubled the size of its' congressional delegation in the last century, now placing it as
the second largest delegation in Congress, behind Califor nia.

Thefinal seat to change as aresult of the 2001 population estimates is actually complicated by
the issue of inclusion of military residing overseas. Thisissue has been the subject of continued
court casesin the past year, when it was discovered that including military overseas gave a seat
to North Carolina, at the expense of Utah, in the final apportionment ayear ago. Counts of
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military residing overseas have been included in the apportionment process since 1990.
However, the 2001 popul ation estimates released by the Census Bureau today failed to include
any data on military residing overseas, either in the base popul ation estimates or shown
separately. In addition, the war on terrorists since 9/11 has resulted in amajor increase in
military personnel stationed overseas, and meant that the 2000 military counts used in the 2000
apportionment are now less reliable to use in conjunction with the 2001 population estimates.

Dueto this exclusion, the Election Data Services, Inc. study ran the apportionment calculations a
number of different ways. In each instance, the results showed that both North Car olina and
Utah would pick up a seat with the 2001 population estimates. North Carolina’s gain wastheir
13" seat, the same seat it gained with the 2000 official Census datain last year’ s apportionment
process. Utah increase to four congressional seats turned out to be the final seat given out in this
year’s study (seat number 435), which the state gained with 5,504 people to spare. The differing
results depended upon which dataset from 2000 was used to compare the 2001 population
estimate study results.

“Our study seemsto indicate that Utah in 2000 was just at the wrong place at the wrong time.”
noted Election Data Services, Inc. President Kimball Brace. “Another year of population
movement to the west has allowed Utah to gain another congressional seat independent of the
military overseasissue,” said Brace.

The new census population estimates reflect the estimated number of personsresiding in each
state as of July 1, 2001. The census estimates were generated using records of births, deaths, and
estimates of domestic and international migration to update the decennial census base counts. As
noted above, the population estimates did not include counts of federal employees abroad (e.g.,
military personnel), and were not statistically adjusted for any known undercount. The U.S.
Supreme Court ruled in 1999 that sampling procedures to adjust the census are unconstitutional
for Congressional apportionment.

Election Data Services, Inc. is a Washington, D.C.-based consulting firm that specializesin
redistricting, election administration, and the analysis of census and political data. A copy of the
current apportionment analysisis attached. A full copy of the study can be found on our Web site
(www.electiondataservices.com) or can be obtained by calling (202) 789-2004.





