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2O1O REDISTRICTING COMMTSSION OF THE CITY OF SAN DTEGO
MAP SUBMITTAL FORM

Maps submitted to the Redistricting Commission are considered part of the public record. In
addition to being distributed to the Commission, maps submitted will be made available to the
public upon request. If submitted in an electronic format, the maps may be uploaded to the
Commission website. If you do not have the map available in an electronic format, Commission
staff can scan it for uploading upon request.

NOTE: Posting of maps on the Redistricting Commission website does not in any way imply
endorsement or support by the Redistricting Commissicn. Posting is provided only as a service
to the public to maximize access to Redistricting Commission proceedings.

To submit a map for posting, please complete the information below and email to
redig{fiet*r8-?iitiirtisdFdrjgi}.garr or via U.S. Mail to:2010 Redistricting Commission, 1010 Second
Avenue Suite 1060, San Diego, CA 92101, ATTN: MAP SUBMITTAL.

he infor
mav be nosted online. unless otherwise indicated below.

Name/version of map: l\l{!ry9119LN!n" District Proposal

Name of individual submitting map: Alex Chan Date submitted: ,?-1c" ZoII

c ouncil Distri ct of residence (or neighborhood/community) ( *oprIoNAL) 
:

If submitting on behalf of organization or as part of an organized group, name of organization:
I ndependent Chinese Christians Con cern for Red istricting

Title/affiliation with organizati on: P.?"191

Contact phone number and email address (required to submit but not required to post online):
858484-5129, revcha t@Igt$!.qor

Please indicate if you would tike yout contact infotmation posted with map: f] VES E NO

If more than one aftachment, please list order in rvhich you rrould like docurnents to be posted.
Maps first then the letter.

Please initial that you understand the tbllowing disclaimer
map does not in any way imply endorsemeat or suppcrt by

I understand that submission of my

the Redistricting Commission. ac

The Redistricting Commission {essr}r€s the right to fiake an}' map or afher maferial submitted
available to the public by means other than the Commission's website.
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Redistricting - (Northwestern Nine District Proposal)

We suggest that Rancho Penasquitos (MQ), Black Mtn. Ranch (BMR), Torrey Highlands (TH),
Pacific Highland Ranch (PF{), Del Mar Mesa (DMM), Carmel Valley (CY), and the Mira Mesa (Iv{lrd)
to combine into the Nine District. Our proposal will preserve the existing districts 3,4,6,7 & 8 with
minimum changes and safeguard the current identifiable communities' interests such as living standards,
working opportunities, and social interests. Our proposal can also equalize the population between the
districts.

The reasons for our Northwestern Nine District Proposal are:

1. The curent City population is about 1,307,400 the ideal goal for each district is about
145,266, but the law allows 159,79A maximum and 130,740 minimum for each district. The existing
districts 3,4,6,7 & 8 are very close to this range.

2. The proposal new District 9 will not negative affect on equalizing the population between the
districts. The RPQ, BtvIR" TH, PIL DMM, and CV have about 81,000 populations and combine with
MM 78,000 people, this district will have 159,000 populations.

a. The remaining District I can acquire 32,4A0 people from Distri ct 2 ta form a 159,000
population District One.

b. District 2 remaining 140,000 people to add 7,000 people from District 8 and 10,000
people from District 6 to form a 157,000 population District 2.

c. District 5 to acquire 30,000 pecple from DistrictT to form a 131,000 population District 5.

d. District 7 to acquire 4,000 people from District 6 and 3,500 people from District 4 to form
a 130,700 population District 7.

e. District 6 will remain 154,000 populations.

3. Our Proposal is not a new concepU the 2000 Redistricting Commission had adopted and
published a Preliminary Redistricting Plan in June 23,20Q0 similar to our proposal, to combine RPQ,
BAdR" TH, PFI, Dhdh[ CV and MM together (Please see Historical Map).

4. Combining RPQ and MM was one of the subjects the 2000 Redistricting Commission had
discussed and even adopted in their Preliminary Map. The then Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster (who
acted as the legal adviser to the Redistricting Commission) had determined if combined these two
communities, the City legal criteria were met such as compactness and contiguity (2000 Redistricting
Commission July 9, 2001 Minutes).

5. RPQ, BIv{R, Torrey Highlands, Pacific Highland Ranch, DMM, and CV are current in the
same district, the legal criteria is already met.

6. To combine these communities into the District Nine can preserve the existing identifiable
communities' interests.

a. living standards: over 75o/o of the population are White Collar, over 70o/a has college
degrees. Median household income is about $109,500.

b. working opporrunities: many residents of these communities go work within this
proposal distria.

JComer
Typewritten Text
Submitted March 10, 2011

JComer
Typewritten Text



-

c. social interests: our children and adults engage in spots and joint teams such as

baseball , basketball, tennis, football and etc. in the Canyonside Recreation Park. There are

many indoor classes the residents of these communities partaking in the same park. Many
students in these communities attend the Mirarnar College. We share the same IMAX Theater.

d. minorities' interests. S'ilM has37.93Ya Asian population and RFQ has33.25Ya Asian
population. There is contiguity of Asian within this Proposal District.

e. geographical compactness: All these communities are geographical compacted.

We believe our proposal has met both City and State legal criteria; it preserves the current
identifiable communities' interests with minimum changes in the City Council Districting Map. Our
propose concept had been adapted in the Preliminary Redistricting Plan by the 2000 Redistricting
Commission and should be consider by this Redistricting Commission.

Respectfully,

&fr>'
Rev. Alex Chan, PhD
Independent Chinese Christians Concern for Redistricting
March 9,2}ll
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