MINUTES
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
YEAR 2000 REDISTRICTING COMMISSION

July 25, 2001 - 4:00 p.m
City Council Chambers
202 C Street, 12" Floor

San Diego, California

Item 1. Call to Order
By Chairman Pesqueiraa 4:17 p.m.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A0OL)

ITEM-2: ROLL CALL
Operations Director Stagjabu Heshimu cdled the rall:

(C©)  Charman Rdph R. Pesqueira-present
(VC) ViceCharmanLeand T. Saito-present
(M) Mateo R. Camarillo-present
(M)  CharlesW. Johnson-present
(M)  Marichu G. Magafia-present
(M)  Shirley ODél-not present
(M) Juan Antonio Ulloa-present
(EO) Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster-present
Also present:
Senior Planner Joey Perry-not present
Dave Seyfarth, City Manager’s Liaison

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A001-005)
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ATTENDANCE DURING THE MEETING:
(C©)  Charman Raph R. Pesqueira-present
(VC) ViceCharmanLeand T. Saito-present
(M) Mateo R. Camarillo-present
(M)  CharlesW. Johnson-present
(M)  Marichu G. Magaiia-present
(M)  Shirley ODél-not present
(M) Juan Antonio Ulloa-present
(EO) Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster-present

()

CONSENT ITEM
ITEM 4. Approval of Commisson Minutes

Approva of Commission Minutes for the Meeting of June 29, 2001
Approva of Commission Minutes for the Meeting of July 12, 2001

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A035-042.)

ITEM-3: NON-AGENDA COMMENT

Speaker #1  Ledie Sanguinetti: Thank you. My nameis Ledie Sanguinetti. I'm

at 3042 Hancock Street in Midway area. | am the chair of Midway Community
Panning Group, athough I’'m not here representing them. That’s my background. |
fed that it's very important (inaudible) today in the Didrict 2 area. It' sintegra into our
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community. Trafficis, asyou know, abig issue. We have spoken before on the issue
of Sea World' straffic and how it impacts the Midway area. We dso fed that alot of
our tourism in the Midway area, we have many hotels who depend on Sea World for
holiday packaging. They often give specid packages with Sea World ticketsin their
room rates. And we fed that to pull Misson Bay and Sea World out of Didrict 2
would be unwise because of those reasons. And so | am urging you to keep Misson
Bay and SeaWorld in Didrict 2. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN PESQUEIRA:

Ledie, I'm confused. | redly can’t understand to the tourist, who probably doesn't
have the foggiest ideawhat a City Council didrict isin the City of San Diego. What
difference would that make whether they went to a Holiday Inn on Midway and got a
packet to go to Sea World (inaudible) or happened to be in another politica digtrict?

SANGUINETTI:

Wil | know from experience in going to our Council person with issues that involve
SeaWorld, heis aware of what options are in the Midway area. And so he
understands what those are and if | had to go to then another Council person he would
not be as aware of the Midway area. 1t's so adjoining our boundary linesthat it would
just make sense to usto haveit.(inaudible)

COMMISSIONER CAMARILLO:

Hi. Wouldn't you expect a City Council person who represents a given area, whether
it's SeaWorld or Mission Bay, to be knowledgeable of the areathey represent and be
able to vote appropriately?

SANGUINETTI:

PESQUEIRA:

| would hope so. | don't know that that would be the case. But | would hope so.

The preliminary map was made to comply with dl the laws that we had. But it was aso
made for us to get the clock started, which we did. One of the reasons that | think the
City Charter asked this Commission to then go out into the Community and take a
preliminary map out there, was S0 that the community could look at it. And they could
say, that' s the most beautiful thing in theworld. And we' d say greet. And we' d wak
away home and happy and you know that would beit. Or they could say, you know
thisisterrible. Wedon't likeit. And we had that. And we want you to change this
and we' d like you to look at this and we'd like you to do that. So, it's conceivable
even though the preliminary map does meet dl the criteria, it is concelvable that the
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preliminary map will not look anything like the find map. Because as we listen to these
comments, they do have an impact on the Commissoners. They do think about things
that they haven't thought about or haven’t heard before. And so they will comeinto
the Commission and they will say well why can't we do it thisway and why can’t we
do it that way. Or you know citizen “Joe Blow” drew amap that is perfect. | meanit's
even better than our preliminary map. Wethink thisisgreat. And we al say, wow we
agree with you. |sthere any reason why we shouldn’t adopt that map. And we'd say
no. There' sno reason. So we adopt it. And as soon asit hits the papers some of you
are going to say, thisis't what | saw. Well, that may hagppen. I'm not saying it will.
But, | just want to dert you that it's concelvable. We do have theright to draw amap
that does't look like our preliminary map. Okay.

Speaker #2  Joe Mannino: My nameis Joe Mannino. I’'m President of the

Midway Business Improvement Didtrict. We're caled The North Bay Association.
We represent about 900 businesses in the Midway area. And | am speaking today
redlly on behdf of mysdf. We haven't had time to take this issue to the busness
community. But I'm aso a business owner in the community. | own ahedth dub in the
community. It isnext to the Holiday Inn which is a300-room Holiday Inn that cals
itself “The SeaWorld Holiday Inn”. And | am spesking from a business person’'s
perspective. | know there are other issues and other factors. And I’m not an expert on
al of those factorsand | can't redlly speak to them. But from abusiness person’s
gsandpoint, | believe that the business community fedsthat thereisan integra
relationship between Sea World and our community. Yes. People have cometo Sea
World and go to hotels anywhere. But the point is many of our businesses survivein
part and largely in part because of SeaWorld. We aso, of course, have great
connections with traffic as Ms. Sanguinetti pointed out. And wefed, and thisisa
philosophica look at this, that the same Council person understands those inter-
relations and can utilize the resources a their disposa in a more comprehensive way
when those connections are maintained. And we fed that it would be separating some
connected interest if Sea World was separated from the Midway/Sports Arena
Community.

CAMARILLO:
Are you suggesting that business is the community of interest?

MANNINO:
It's certainly part of the community’sinterest. I'm not here spesking as aresdent in
that community. Our community however, has asmal amount of resdents. Redly
about 3,500 or so. And we do have about 900 businesses in that community. And I’'m
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gpeaking from that business perspective.

Speaker #3  Seth Layton: Thank you. And Commissoners, my nameis

Seth Layton. | live at 4576 Point Loma Avenue in the town of Point Loma, Didtrict 2.

| have been a Planner for dmost 8 years now in the Peninsula. 1’ m the current Chair of
the Planning Board. I’ ve been a member of the Park And Recrestion Board. Been a
member of the Mission Bay Park...sub-committee of Park and Recreation Board. | do
not represent any of those committees heretoday. But | just wanted to tell you | have
the background to make the following comments. And that isthat Peninsulahas an
interest, myself as aresdent of Peninsula, have an interest in Sea World for many
reasons. We have serious noise impact. We have visud impacts over the upcoming
projects and redevelopment and the ongoing redevel opment that the rides, the new
heights that were approved. And whatever comes forth, whether hotels, we'd have a
90-foot splash-down ride, we have new icons dl over. New Convention Centers. A
hotd. All thiswill affect our view sheds. There is constant sound from the speskers,
from the fireworks. These are impacts on our community. Thetraffic isan impact on
our community. And sorm-water runoff from two other digtricts go into the bay. And
that flows out onto our beaches. Once again, we ve got an environmentd issuethat isa
part of our community that is a direct impact from SeaWorld and other digtricts. And |
believe it ingppropriate to Smply remove it on the basis that it's more fair for another
digtrict to have someland. We have serious impacts from this. And while |l believe
your minds are made up, | am hoping that you' re open to understand that not each
digrict bearsitsfar share of theimpacts. | believe we bear amagjor part of the impacts
from SeaWorld. And we just want to have an influence over its planning. And | think
the best way isto keep it in Didrict 2. Thank you.

Mr. Pesqueira requested Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster to comment on the criteria or what the
Commisson must legdly consder when drawing redigiricting maps.

Ms. Foster briefed the public on criteria used in redigtricting.

Speaker #4  Michad Sprague: These are the police beat maps that you guys

have become fond of. And they’re divided by neighborhoods. Thisisamap from, |
believe, 1996. And clearly showing the police beet of Webster divided into Farimount
Park and Bayridge. Here you have the classic or what you call City Heights West,
which is Hollywood Perk, Azalea Park, Castle, Cherokee Point, Corridor, Terdta
West. And onthisside, east, Terdta East, Colina Park, Fox Canyon, Chollas Creek
and Idenair.. So there was discusson about why we were talking about City heights as
being divided into neighborhoods and not necessarily police beats. And | think perhaps
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the mogt important for some of your discussonsisthat Webgter is actudly three
neighborhoods. It isnot one neighborhood. Itisthree. And it happensto be one
police beat. Bests are not neighborhoods and neighborhoods are not bedts.

PESQUEIRA:
What are the names of those Webster neighborhoods again?
SPRAGUE:
(Inaudible) is dividing for Webster. Thisis Ridgeview and thisis Farmont Park. Thisis
the city approved map. And that’ s the subsection of the beat maps. That was actually
my Non-Agenda public comment.
My other was actually wasto speak to Item 5. But | don’t know how to speak to item
5 because | haven't seen the report. Isthere areport?
PESQUEIRA:
That report will become public at 5:00 p.m.
SPRAGUE:
How can | comment about the report unless | can read it?
PESSQUEIRA:
After Item 5isover if thereis any comment from you or any of the public, wel I'll let
that happen.
SPRAGUE:
S0, it will be the second...
PESQUEIRA:
Yes.
SPRAGUE:
But | can't speak to Item 5 now?
PESQUEIRA:
Sure you can.
SPRAGUE:

Okay. I'dliketoread Item 5. Can | get a copy how?
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PESQUEIRA:
There s not a copy to be had right now.
SPRAGUE:
Do you have a copy in your book on it?
PESQUEIRA:
Michad, we re not going to vote onit. We re going to listen to the comments.
SPRAGUE:
It'slisted as an action item on your agenda.
PESQUEIRA:
Is there any written materid on the table that was handed out? All right. Can we give
Michadl acopy of thetable? That'sfine.
SPRAGUE:
| would just like to ask that Item 5 be taken off the Action Item list and put as a...
PESQUEIRA:
Michad. We Il make some copies of this and they will be out on the table there as
soon as we get those copies. Okay.
SPRAGUE:
Thank you. But | would dill prefer if it was taken off of the Action Item list. Thank
you. The report is not available to the Commissioners or the public before the mesting.
PESQUEIRA:
All right. My understanding isthat there' s no requirement by the Brown Act or by any
other law in the State of Californiaor in the City of San Diego for that to be done.
SPRAGUE:
I’ve never known an Action Item being taken on areport that has not been made
available to Commissioners or to Council people or to the public before it was listed as
an Action Item in the history of San Diego, to my knowledge.
PESQUEIRA:

Will, that may be. But let me get our attorney to speak to that.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LISA FOSTER:
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SPRAGUE:

Asfar as providing documents that are going to be discussed at a mesting, the Brown
Act only requires that they be made available at the meeting to the public or after the
meseting depending on who's producing the materid. If it's someone other than the
actud legidative body, then the materid can be provided after the meeting. So, inthis
case, either way whether you consider Bruce a part of this body or not, as a consultant,
if the materids are made available a the meeting tonight, then that is compliant with the
Brown Act.

| would hope the Commissioners would understand that they should not vote on
something they haven't read before they got here. And the public shouldn’t be asked
to comment on something it has not read before it wastime. Thank you.

Speaker #5 Chuck Bahde: My nameis Chuck Bahde. | resde at 4175

5 Avenue in the Medical Complex north of Hillcrest. I ve spoken to you before about
thisarea And eachtimeI’vetried to bring you additiond new information. The
judtification for thismove is based on naturd boundaries and community of interest.
However, the medica complex north of Washington should stay in Didtrict 2. Done
only for the same reasons, but more importantly to equalize the population. Currently
this census tract has 3,400 residences. Didtrict 2 is short by about 3,200 and District 3
isover by that same number. 'Y ou would achieve near O deviaion if you moved that
particular census tract north of Washington. After | spoke to you at one of your last
mesetings in Sherman Heights on July 16, a representative of the Gay and Lesbian
Community gave an anecdote as to why the Medicd Complex isin Didrict 2. He sad
something to the effect that the wife of aformer council member worked a Mercy
Hospital and so that’ swhy it ended up in Didtrict 2. I’ ve handed out what the old
digtrict looked like in 1970 and to sum it up basicaly, Medicad Complex hasbeenin the
digrict snce 1970. The notion of the community was somehow ripped from Didricts 3
by the redidricting in the past issmply not so. I've dso enclosed a synopsis of the
history of changes. To sum it up, Mission Hills, the Medica Complex, Hillcres,
University Heights, and hdf of North Park aredl in Didrict 2in 1970. Little by little
they’ ve been shifted to District 3. | watched your meeting on June 29" where you
drew your preliminary map. Initialy there was no specific judtification for moving
census tract 4, the Medical Complex, to Didrict 3. Later in the discussion a
Commissioner dated it was Smply to reunite the Gay and Lesbian community. Asyou
deliberate the minor adjustment that I’'m asking for, please kegp in mind a quote from
the Gay and Leshian Times, July 14 of thisyear. Quote, “Gay and Lesbian politica
activigts have been taking a pro-active role in the redistricting process at dl levels due
to politica gains made in the last decade including the eection of an open Leshian City
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Council Member, Toni Atkins” One of your specific indructionsis that districts must
not be drawn for the purpose of advantaging or protecting incumbents. There seemsto
be a bit of thisgoing on in Didrict 3. However the medica complex north of
Washington belongsin Didtrict 2. The area south of Washington certainly should bein
Didrict 3. Thismove will accomplish your primary task which isto equdize the
population. It would bring the deviationsto 0. Thank you for your service on this very
difficult task.

Speaker #6  CharlesMcKain: CharlesMcKain of 4424 Bermuda. Asyou know
from the outside of this process we have attended most of the hearings and repeatedly
and consgtently stated that the LGBT Community would like for you, or request that
you retain in Didtrict 3 the neighborhoods that we have identified as containing high
concentrations of LGBT residents and their supportive neighbors. We aso have sad
on numerous occasions, particularly in the first meeting in Didtrict 3, that this has nothing
to do with the incumbent athough | like the incumbent very much, it has nothing to do
with this. Thisisto recognize the LGBT communities as acommunity of interest under
these relevant portions of the city charter so thet this traditiondly disenfranchised and
under-represented community can have a reasonable chance of having aplace at the
table where decisons are made. And o, the statement earlier about the incumbency is
inaccurate, which we heard from a previous speaker. As noted aso, ample testimony
indicates that the LGBT people consst of acommunity of interest. The preliminary
map of Didlrict 3 is acceptable to our community asisthe, what | see here asthe, Frye
Map and the Madaffer Map. Also the Asan/Pacific Americans For Fair Redidtricting
Map, most of Didtrict 3 is acceptable. | believe changes could be made if that isthe
fina map to include in Didrict 3 Kensngton and Tamadge neighborhoods. And those
could be taken out of the proposed 7 on the Asan/Pecific Map and exchange for the
little eastern point on Digtrict 3 on that map. | think that...the population would be
okay. And that would aso be acceptable to us and be congstent with our requests.

If the consultant reports today that there s no Voting Rights Act reason to dice up the
current Didrict 3, | would request that you go on with the Preliminary Map asto
Didrict 3 as consgtent with overwheming bulk of the testimony you' ve heard a the
public hearings. If the consultant says that the VVoting Rights Act requires substantial
changesto Didtrict 3 then we would ask that instead of adopting the Alternative Map
that you have proposed that you would also consider other available configurations of
Didtrict 3 that would not split the LGBT neighborhoods. And finaly, please remember
when you're doing your ddliberationsthat LGBT people are spread among dl racid,
ethnic and language groups. Thank you.
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COMMISSIONER ULLOA:

MCKAIN:

ULLOA:

MCKAIN:

Mr. McKain, | have aquestion. Early on, in terms of the testimony we received, | got
the impression that there was a priority set for which communities were most valued for
keeping in Didtrict 3. Do you aticulate that that’s fill the case? | was under the
impression that Hillcrest and University Heights were the top two. And then it
went...after that it was some of the other communities. Isthat still the case?

We identify specific censustracts. And | think we put that into the record by priority. |
haveit inthefileif you want meto look at it now. But that would generdly be the
gpproach that we would take; the priorities that we had listed before.

So, Universty Heights and Hillcrest were the top two in terms of reuniting Didtrict 3.

The northwest corner of specifically that censustract 4 and censustract 5. So, we,.
yes, that's also very important.

Speaker #7 DeDe McClure: Good afternoon to you al. Dede McClure, 312
Milbrae Street, the city of San Diego. I’m here not to speak on the comments but on
the actud map that | presented in atimdy manner cdled “ The Vating Rights
Renaissance’. And | hope that you will find this map most accurately responds to the
Voting Rights Act of 1965. In fact, this map truly brings a renaissance of that landmark
legidation to San Diego. The Voting Rights Renaissance map isin compliance with the
factorsto be consdered in the drawing of boundaries as presented by none other than
your Deputy City Attorney, Lisa Fogter during the various public hearingsthet | have
attended. In relationship to that document dated July of 2001. And a summary of the
compliance with those factors are as follows:

The LindaVigta, Clarmont Mesa, and Kearney Mesa are united in Didtrict 6. Egger
Highlands is united with other South Bay communitiesin Didrict 8. The Eadt villageis
united in Didrict 8. Pacific Beach isunited in Didrict 2. Hillcrest, University Heights,
Tadmadge and South Park are united in Digtrict 3. Oak Park is united in Didtrict 4. The
communities surrounding South Bay are united in Didrict 8, making atrue bay
connection between the northern and southern portion of Digtrict 8. City Heightsis
united in Didrict 4 in the grestest accomplishment of the Voting Rights Act which is
fundamentd to this proposed map. And then asummary of dl of thisasit rdatesto the
federa data provided by the Commission that has been utilized. And moreover, three of
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PESQUEIRA:

the proposed Council digtricts have a near zero deviation. And no individud digtrict has
adeviation greater than five percent. With this map there is no...we will not dilute
anything with these acts with this proposed map. And | hope after thisevening it'sno
longer a proposed map but you actually adopt it. True to the Voting Rights Act and the
actud diversty in San Diego, three Council didtricts are crested where the mgority of
individuas are members of the protected classes identified in the Voting Rights Act.
These three mgority/minority didricts are compact. They should have the same ability
to elect candidates and are close together. These three mgority/minority didtricts are
aso comprised of political cohesive groups. The ability of a mgority group to out vote
the culturdly diverse resdents of City Heightsis diminated.

.| didn’t redlize that we could put that much population into 8 as you' ve done here. So,
we |l haveto look at that again aswdll.

CAMARILLO:

MCCLURE:

One thing when you do come up and have the floor and explain this. Do you have
information other than this table here in raw numbers? Do you have any demographic
information like ethnicity, voting age by didrict? It'snot here. 1t would be helpful if you
would haveit.

Okay.

Speaker #8  Alex Sachs Thank you, Mr. Chair and members of the

Commission. It'sgood to bewith you. And | was hoping to say that we were on the
tall end of this process. However, seeing the plethora of maps that we have outsde,
there may be alittle more work to do. | wanted to comment on Mr. Bahde' s statement.
And | have had some discussions | think with Commissoners regarding the Hillcrest
area. | want to makeit very clear that I'm not spesking for the organization that I'm a
part of, but | an apart of the planning organization that has oversight over the Uptown
area. And it is correct that the community plan does make a definition of Hillcrest as
being Washington Street. However, | have surveyed anumber of individuas and no one
isaware of any sort of specific desgnations of aMedical Complex area. | think
everyone in that area consder themsalves to be a part of the Gregater Hillcrest area.
Thereisasgnificant LGBT community in the area north of Washington Street. And we
would ask that you maintain that in Didtrict 3. And as amatter of fact on issues such as
Proposition 22, the anti-gay marriage initiative, there was avery high voting percentage
in that census tract opposing that propogtion. Additionaly, | would like to say that |
tend to agree with Mr. Sprague on the issue of making a decison or making some sort
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of determination or proceeding forward on information that the Commissoners are just
receiving aswdl asthe public. | would urge you to recongder that, if indeed the report
on Item 5 is of the sgnificance that it may be. And lagtly, to go back to Commissoner
Ullod s question regarding the communities that the LGBT Voting Rights Codition was
looking at. You are correct. We did come in and say that the first priorities would be to
unify Universty Heights and Hillcrest which were divided communities under the
previous redigtricting. Y ou have done that and we re very grateful for you recognizing
that community of interest and those communities as being divided. | think that just to
give a short-hand additional communities that we definitely would consider to be apart of
the LGBT community include Norma Heights, Kensington, Tdmadge, North Park,
South Park, University Heights, Hillcrest. | think | covered most. And | would just
point out that under the proposed dternate plan some of those communities are taken
out of Didrict 3 and put into Didtrict 7. And then findly, dso the community of Azdea
Park which isapart of City Heights And | think City Heights, overdl isa community of
interest that does have alot of tieswith Didtrict 3. Thanks.

Commissioner Ulloawould like the various communities to be ranked by importance to assst the
Commissoners in drawing the redigtricting maps.

PESQUEIRA:

The question that came up about whether or not we should have thisas an

action item or an information item. It troubles me to some extent that the question should
even come up. Simply because information is aways presented to acommission or a
body that they request. And they request that information so they can continue to have
additional information on asubject. And remember, this subject has been discussed for
quite sometime. And the fact that our consultant is now coming back and giving usthe
report that we requested, based upon dl the discussion that we' ve had, is not new
information. The information isas old asdl the discussonswe ve had. Therefore |
could not at any point in time think that this should only be for an information item thet
we could not discuss or vote on. And should this Commisson desire to vote on
acceptance or, redly it’s not redly acceptance of the report, it's merely the information
given to usis merely so we can findlize our map, or findize what we're doing. So, the
action that we would take would merely be to accept the report that would come from
our consultant. And it would be part of our discusson. So, the Item number 5 will
remain as an action item. And it will be received by this Commission, per our request.
And that it ismerely part of the discussion we ve had going on for sometime.

I"ll turn this over now to Bruce Cain to begin the discusson on what he found out in his
investigations per our request on how the City Heights area looks as to whether or not it
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should be...could be | should say, if wel€ft it in three didtricts, if that would condtitute a
violation of the Voting Rights Act. And that's what we asked him to go out and do.

And based on what hetdlsus, if hetdls usthat yes, it would be, then we ve got to do
something. If hetdlsusthat it would not be, then we can do something ese. And so, |
don’t know that that’ s necessarily something that has got to be considered a noticed item
that we do an information today and then an action item at our next meeting. So, with
that Bruceit'sdl yours.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A0O9-end .)

ACTIONITEMS

TIME CERTAIN: 5:00 P.M.

Item 5. Consultant’s Report and Analysis of Voting Pattern Data
Consultant Bruce Cain, Cain and Mac Donad, will report on the work he has
conducted related to whether the Preliminary Redidtricting Plan affords members
of protected classes, particularly in the City Heights area of the city, an equd
opportunity to participate in the political process and to eect representatives of
their choice in accordance with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. Possible
action relating to the andysis and the Prdiminary Redidtricting Plan.

TAPEB
5:05 p.m.
MR. CAIN:

Okay. Wéll, clearly this seems to be a much anticipate discusson. Hopefully
not  because I’'m going to make your life eeser but only because I’m going
to give you some information that you have in mind. Badically there are two
questions that | sought to try to answer. I’'m going to give you alot of data, alot
of information. You'll berelieved to know that | will not go over each and every
table that | have givento you. And I will not give atest afterwards asto the
results. But | do want to give you aflavor of what goesonin aVoting Rights
anaysis s0 that you understand some of the factors and how they are measured
by acourt. And dso what the evidence would look like in a court. However |
can't say what a court would necessarily say about this evidence in any definitive
way. That is something even Lisa can only speculate on. We would redly be at
the mercy of the particular judge and the particular court district. Because as
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Lisapointed out, there's some variation between the court districts and how
they’ ve viewed some of these issues.

S0, the two questions that we wanted to look at is

A) Are there potentid conditions of aVoting Rights vidlation in the splitting
up of the City Heights area and then the second s,

B) Does the dternative map, which you drew, remedy the problem if such a
problem exists.

And | would basically just get to the bottom line before | go through al the

detalls so that if you care to deep through the rest of the presentation you can. |

aways do thisfor my students.

Firg of dl thereis some evidence of ethnic cohesion and racia polarization that
risesto theleve of gatistical Sgnificance, meaning that the Court would have to
take the evidence serioudy in San Diego County. The strongest evidence for
cohesion, | would argue, isfor single group clams, that is Latinos or Asans or
African Americans, asasingle group. However, | would say there is some
evidence, and we'll take alook at it, that you could argue for competibility
between the Black and Hispanic voting groupsin San Diego County. That there
IS some evidence when aminority candidate is running that they do tend to vote
inagmilar direction and thet it's satidticaly Sgnificant. However thereisno
evidence, and | repest, no evidence that a clam based on the three ethnic
groups would have statitical evidence behind it. Because as you will seethe
pattern of Asan voting often goes diametrically opposite the Latinos and the
Hispanic' s often isin adifferent direction even than the White. That ismore
conservative than the White vote on some of theseraces. That's controlling for
party and we'll see that in a second.

| will aso point out that when you andyze the Gay precincts, and | will talk
about how we got that information. We got it from Kevin Davis And a some
point he may haveto tell you exactly his methodology. But taking hisdataas a
representative of that from the Lesbian and Gay task force, we andyzed it. And
you will see that we' re going to argue basically that the evidence seemsto
suggest that the Gay community is compatible with the minorities. Thet their
voting is more often than not in the same direction. And then lastly I'm going to
argue that both the current digtrict, what you cdl the preiminary plan and the
dternative plan, don't redlly meet the first Gingles criteria. Neither one of them
redly conditute adistrict in which amgority of voting-age population minorities
is large enough to eect arepresentative of their own choice. That isto say that if
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indeed you decided to have something which was, if you like, aVoting Rights
digtrict, it seemsto me it would have to go much further in creating
concentrations of Latinos and African Americans than what you’ ve done.
Because right now there redly isn't that much difference from a Voting Rights
standpoint between the two didtricts. They’ re both what we would cal in the
trade, influence didricts. It's just one of them isamore dightly stronger
influence didrict than the other. So, that’skind of where I’'m going. And 0
now let me take you on the path which will be occasondly tedious, but | think
it’ simportant that we do the detalls.

The methods that we employ here, firgt and foremost, we will be following the
three tests of the Gingles case. That is, we'll be looking a whether agroup is
large enough to condtitute amgority of adigtrict. And here we will look at
voting age population. And | would recommend that in andyzing dl of the plans
that are put before you, you' re going to have to do thisaswel. Right now I've
noticed that the documentation on many of these plans, as Mateo has pointed
out, isredly incomplete. 1t makesit very hard for you to make an assessment of
what'sgoing on. It redly does need to have at least the VAT demographic
andysisif not al the other andyses aswell. So, that’s one methodology.

The other methodology, and | hate to do thisto you, is caled ecologica
regresson. And it is the common method that is used in these cases. Ecological
regression means that you take a geographica unit of andysis, such as a precinct
or acensustract and that becomes the unit of andysisin regresson andyss, the
datigtical andyss. Inthis particular case we have had to go to the precinct leve
because the census tract data that the state employs for a variety of reasonsis
amply not suitable for thiskind of andyss because it's had some massaging and
datistical andyssthat went into it in order to createit. And we thought that that
would potentidly bias the results of the study. So, for this study we have done a
precinct based analysis which has been apain in the butt. We ve had to go

back and recreate the whole data-set for San Diego. And that’ swhy it has
taken us the length of time that it hasto do this.

It dso hasimplicationsif we want to analyze more races that it is more time and
more money. So, bear that in mind. | also want to point out amagjor problem
that San Diego is going to have in andyzing their Voting Rights ligbility and
every, every juridiction in the State of Cdiforniais aso going to havein
andyzing their Voting Rights ligbility. And thet is the problem of abosentee
balots. Except for the 2000 genera eection in which the State L egidature,
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anticipating these problems, required over the screams of bloody murder by the
registrars around the state, that they had to put the absentee bdlots back into the
geographic precincts, but for that action we would have no data set for 2000
which accurately reflects everybody’ s votes. However, that means for the
2000-P and the 1998 and all prior elections we do not have absentee ballot data
put back into the precincts. | repeat, we do not have the absentee ballot data
into the geographic precincts. The implication of thet isthat if thereé s any socio-
economic bias whatsoever in terms of the pattern of who casts absentee bd lot
votes, it's entirdy possible that it taints the andysis. In particular, if
hypotheticdly, white, higher-income more consarvative voters are more likely to
cast absentee ballots then it’s quite possible that the andysis underestimates the
degree of absentee balot...polarized voting in any of these andyss. So, | will
give you the best that we can do for 1998 and for 2000-P. The 2000-G data
we believe to be as accurate as possible because of the requirement of the state
that the absentee ballot data be put back in there. 1 do not believe that thereis
an adequate Satistica solution for this problem. | believe that you would
basicaly have to estimate to put the data back into the precincts which would
then become problemétic in the Satigticd andyss

Let me pass over afew other detailsjust for the record. But the particular
method we' re using hereis caled “weighted least squares’ which is aform of
ordinary least squares which weights the precincts according to their population
sze. Wedso...thisandysis was run by aformer student of mine named, Wendy
Tamm who is probably the foremost methodologist under the age of 40 in the
United States.  She ran these numbers and she has run these numbers under
different kinds of methodologies to make sure that the estimations were robust to
the different types of methodologies. So, that would be important in any kind of
court case. We wereredly quite fortunate that Wendy took an interest in this.
As Leland knows she' sredly one of the top people in both the area of methods
and in ethnic voting behavior.

The last technica consideration is that we have both partisan races and non-
partisan races. In partisan races we control for party. And | will walk through
thislogic alittle bit more later. But what we re looking for is whether the leve of
polarization in the partisan races rises above the normal level of polarization you
would find in part in politics. That isto say, in Americawe know there s aready
aracid divide built into the party afiliations in the United States. If you look at
the composition of the Democratic Party and the composition of the Republican
Party you find that one of the partiesis mostly white and the other party is more
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varied. Therefore, if vating just divides dong party lines, you'll get racid
polarization. What the court isinterested in isif in the presence of minority
candidates the level of polarization rises above the normd leve of polarizaion in
the political process. Let me repesat, what the court isinterested inisif a
minority candidate runs againg awhite candidate, the level of polarization rises
above the normd level of polarization that you find in the party processng. That
iswhat the purpose of the datistical tests are.

So, you're saying that if for example, White Democrats decided to vote for the
White candidate who was Republican instead of the Hispanic candidate who
was running aso, that would then start cregting this polarization you're talking
about?

That could be one force of the polarization or it could be that the normd leve of
support of White voters obtains but the level of support among minority voters
increase. S0, these things would both be going on smultaneoudy and most
likely are, producing both greater cohesion and polarization a the same time.

Okay. Having said that, let me turn your attention firgt to the table, the first
table. And for those of you in the audience who don't have atable it isSsmply
that the numbers of the VAP, the voting age population, by racid categories.
And we ve broken this out for the preliminary plan and for the dternative plan
which was the atempt to guess a stronger Voting Rights district by uniting areas
of City Heights. Now remember we went over this before, but let me refresh
your memory that the reason that we use voting age population is that while
redigricting is done on the badis of tota population the analysis of Voting Rights
violationsis done on the basis of voting age population. In some cases where
the datais available the court would also ask you to look at citizen voting age
population. Let me say that if that were the ruling of the particular court that
would mean that the Latino numbers would go down substantidly and possibly
even some of the Adan numbers. Leland would have a better ideathan |. But
probably some of the Asan numbers would go down aswell. So, by usng the
voting age population we are presenting perhaps the best case for potential
plantiffs who were arguing for aVoting Rights violation.

On thisissue, | think it’s been mentioned before, we don't have the citizenship
data so we' re not in a position to be deciding whether or not we want to include
it. Wejust can't dothat. So, | think that’ s redly something that we have no
choice on a thispoint. Right?
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Absolutely. But | just want to remind you that the effect of not having the
citizenship datais that we' re giving the best, strongest case that we can in terms
of the numbers for the particular groups.

Now, if welook a what was done under your preliminary plan we see that
bascdly Didtrict 3, which isthe didtrict of greatest concern, has about 29%
voting age population Latinos, 10% African American and that's, we use Black
plus which dlows for multiple desgnations of Black. So again, we're giving the
most possible credit to any of these racid categories. We ve done the same
thing with Asan. And you get another 10%. So, when you put it together, you
bascaly, if you combine dl three groups, have a49% mgority/minority didrict.
But as| say, when we look alittle bit later at the voting andyss the more
sengble way to look at it is ether in terms of the Single group which would...the
largest Single group would be the Latino which would be 29% which clearly
would put it in the influence category. Or as| said, there' s a stronger case for
Black and Hispanic based on what | will say isin San Diego some corrdation
between the votes between the two. If you do that you can get it up to 39%.
So, it'sdearly very much an influence didrict. It's not amgority/minority
digtrict that the court would recognize as aremedy to a Voting Rights problem.

If you then go to the aternative plan you see that you' ve raised your number of
Latinos from 29% to 34%. Y ou dropped your White population, VAP thet is,
from 51 to 43 and you' ve increased the Black VAP from 10 to 11 and the
Asan VAP from 10to 12. Once again, if we smply take the plausible cases
you ill, in the case of aLatino dam, you sill have bascaly an influence didtrict
with the 34% Latino VAP. However, if you were to combine the Black and the
Latino you would get up to about 45%. So, it's darting to get closeto
something that the court would serioudy congder a mgority/minority district.
But it' s il faling short somewhat. So, if you wereredly trying to creste a
remedy you would probably want to increase the Latino and Black VAPto a
larger number.

S0, to get back to the fird criteriaisin ether one. Isthere alarge enough
maority...in particular is the aternative plan one which creates amgority of a
possible group or acodition of groups which islarge enough to condtitute a
majority which could dect arepresentative of their own choice. | would say
neither plan does that. Although the second plan gets closer to that. | do not
know, because | was not asked to do this, whether there exists an dternative
which would do such athing. It might exist. It might bein some of the plans that
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were proposed today. But, | can say that you certainly did not do that in the
dternative plan. What you' ve done is taken an influence didtrict and made it a
little more influentia or to put it another way you've made it alittle bit more
minority. But you have not crested a mgority/minority digtrict. And that'sagain
only in coditiona terms. In terms of single group, you' re nowhere close.

Okay. Let us move now to the question of cohesion. Y ou begin to get a sense
If you' ve been looking at the data that we' ve been handing out over the last
couple of months, you begin to get a sense that there’'s some racid variaionsin
the voting behavior in San Diego if you Smply looked at the voting returnsin the
eight existing didricts. For example, one observes that Prop 209 failed in
essentidly three of the digtricts. And again that’ s without the absentee voter
balot data. But even if that changes, and the point isthat the pettern is very
digtinctly different in Digtricts 3, 4, and 8.

I’'m sorry. Bruce. Could you please, just for the record describe briefly what
209 isal about.

Proposition 209 was the proposition that basically used the wording of the 1964
Voting Rights Act to basically roll back affirmative action programs at the state
level saying that basically the State can use race as a category of discrimination
for state action. Okay.

So, Prop 209 was affirmative action. Y ou aso seein the voting for the
Lieutenant Governor’s race and in some of the other propositions you see Smilar
petterns where 3, 4 and 8 clearly are voting differently from the other didtricts.
Now no court would accept that as evidence because that's basicdly
unandyzable or unandyzed data that smply tells you intuitively thet there' s
probably something going on here. And essentialy you have to then go to the
next level of andysiswhich iswhat we ve done.

Let me point out first of dl that we do aso give you the results of ...with respect
to the preiminary plan and dternative plan of different political races. And the
point | would reinforce is the first point that | made which isthat while there's
some demographic change, you don’t fundamentally create a mgority/minority
digrict. Reinforcing that isthe basic returns, the politica returnsin Didtrict 3, are
not that much different. The pattern of returnsisidenticd interms of dl the
propositions and candidates. The very same people if you were...in other words
if you smulaing an dection in that didrict usng bascaly just assuming that



City Of San Diego Year 2000 Redigtricting Page 20
July 25, 2001 -
Council Chambers- 4:00 p.m.

everybody voted the same way but just if you like rearranging them into new
digtricts, basicdly there' s no difference between the preliminary plan and the
dternaive plan in terms of the outcome of any race other than the margins
change alittle bit. So, you don't change the outcome of any significant race that
we anadyzed as aresult of changing the didtrict boundaries.

Now, here we re going to move to perhaps the mind boggling part. Which I’'m
sureyou'redl dying to see. And that isthe regresson andyss. And that begins
with al the undecipherable numbers right here. And other than offering a course
in gatigtics for awhole semester, we can't redly hope to understand thisin any
deep fashion. But let me judt try to give you alittle bit of an ideaof how you
would try to read some of the aspects of thistable. But | redly wouldn't
recommend that you do it unless you' ve had some aspirin or adrink. Bascaly
what the regresson doesisit fits to a scatter point. Y ou know, it fitsalineto a
scatter of points and it basicaly looks at the dope. The bottom lineisthis.
What we ve done is run some models where we look at different politica races,
the outcome of different politica races. That’swhat we cal the dependant
variable, the variable to be explained. And then we have three racid variables.
A Hispanic VAP, Black VAP, an Asan VAP, al over VAP meaning the
percentage of the total VAP that these groups congtitute. And then we have a
DEM and a REP regigration variables controlling for party affects. And again
the test isthis: whether in the presence of minority candidates the level of
polarization rises above the normd leve of polarization that you find in the party
sysem. And basicaly what we're looking a are the things cdlled the estimate,
which isthefirg column which isthe coefficient. We relooking a the sze and
the 9gn of the coefficient. Postive means usudly vating in aprogressive or
Democrdic direction. Minusisvoting in a conservative Republican direction.
That isn't just my political prejudices, that's actualy kind of away we usudly do
itin politica science. No intention to insult Republicans by making them a
negative number, but that' s just the way the generd way we code these things.
And politicad scienceis. And by theway | should point out that Wendy Tamm is
aRepublican, so shedid it. And the T-vaueswe re looking for levels of
datistical significance which conventiondly rise above 1.96 or 2 and above,
And the probaility on the right basicdly tells you what are the odds that the
result that you have was produced by chance. And what you'retrying to do is
get avery, very, very smdl number which indicates that the probability thet this
was produced by chance is an extremely smal probability. In most of the
results, particularly the results that have been closeto 3 stars or 2 stars mean
that the probability that that was produced by chance. It'samost like onein
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onethousand. So, it'shighly, highly unlikely thisisthe result of some fluke.
Okay. Alright.

S0, based on that let me tell you what | observed in looking at thisdata. And
that isthis. Whenwe..firs of al clearly alot of these mode s fit the data very
well because party explainsalot of what goes on in San Diego. Y ou know
somebody’ s party registration, you know alot of what goes on a amost any
level. But particularly of coursein the Statewideraces. But it isaso the case
that race explains things beyond party. And what you'll seeis a pattern where
often the Black and Latino coefficients are postive, meaning they’'re more likely
to vote in a progressive direction or for the Democratic candidate. And the
Asgan coefficient is negative meaning controlling for party they’ re somewhat less
likely to vote for a Democrat than you would expect, controlling for party. And
that isthe basisin which | argue that the Asian population looking a most of the
data, is not cohesive with the Latino and African American. Because their
numbers, their coefficients are often oppositdy signed from the coefficients of the
Hispanics and the African Americans.

If you look at the races of Bustamante, Lieutenant Governor, Juan Vargas who
was running for the Assembly, Stevens, running for Mayor here and Martinez
running for the...I think Treasurer, isit? Insurance. Ohyeah. Wl we should
remember that Quackenbush race. And avote that everybody in Cdifornia
would like to have back, no doubt. But a any rate, if we take those races, it
IS...you see a pattern in which the African American and Latino coefficients are
virtudly indiginguishable. They are both positively signed, meaning thet they
were more likdly to vote for those candidates than the White candidates. And
you will seethat the Adan coefficient is negatively sgned. Interestingly enough
when you look at the race between Fong and Boxer you see that the Asans
were more likely to defect from party to vote for Fong than the white voters.
But neither the Latinos or the African Americans jointed them in voting for a
minority candidete in that particular instance.

| wasn't able to tell because | ran out of time on the Board of Equalization that
there seemed to be a pattern there with the Asansthere. And | can’t remember
which Board of Equdization digrict you'rein. If you'rein didrict 4, | think there
Isan Asan candidate that ran in that year. But, if anybody knows let me know.
S0, to summarize what | would say isthis. That thereisakind of normd leve of
polarization over and beyond the parties. Y ou can seeit’salittle bit

inconsstent, the sign of the coefficient sort of bounces around alittle bit on alot
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of the races. But you look at the races in which your minority candidate,
particularly Higpanic or an African American candidate was running and you do
see that the African American and Latino voting behavior is didinct, Satisticaly
distinct even contralling for party than the White voting behavior | would argueis
asgn of some degree of polarization. Doesit riseto aleve that the Court
would accept? | redly can't say. | don’t know. Would they accept the Black
and Hispanics based on the amilarity of these coefficients or coherent, cohesive
cadition group? | redly can't say. But | will say those are the factsthat the
Court would have to consider.

Now, we dso with the help of Kevin Davis, and | want to thank him very much
for the effort he put into this, we also then took out the precincts which were
identified as mogt likely to have members of the gay community in them. And
we ran the same modds. And we found the following. And that was thet the
racid effects were much weaker and inconsstently signed in those precincts,
meaning that there doesn’'t seem to be much that digtinguishes the White voters
and the minority votersin any consstent way in those particular precincts. Inthe
few cases where we did find some dramatic differences was often that the gay
community was vating in a more progressive fashion than the minority
community. Particularly in the presence of femae...white, femae candidates.
And we saw that for example in the DeDe Alpert Senate race which is on page
5. You will seethat dl the minority groups were less likely than the white voters
in the gay precincts or in Kevin's definition of precincts that have gays, to
support DeDe Alpert. So, that’s about the extent which we found any
divergence between them. You can dso see alittle bit of asign of that on the
Prop 22 which we didn’t andyze in this progresson andysis. But you can seein
looking at the discrepancy between Didtrict 8 and Didtrict 3 on the Prop 22, you
seethat Didrict 3 voted againgt 22. Again, thisis without the absentee balots.
So, whether in fact it turned out to be a no vote when everything was summed
up, I’'mnot sure. But the point is the pattern of the voting was very different
between 3 and 8 suggesting that maybe on some issues minority voters are not
as supportive of the gay community but in generd. So, | wouldn't argue that
these voting blocks are identical, but | would argue that on most of the races we
looked at they were pretty consistent.

Okay. To get back then to the two issues of cohesion and White polarization. |
would say based on what we saw there' s a strong case for cohesiveness with
respect to sngle groups if you look a say the African Americans. Look at the
Stevens race which isthe last of the sheets of paper with the regressonson it.
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Y ou can see that the African American support for Stevensisredly
phenomendly large. Infact indicating that for every percent Black you get more
than the percent support for Stevens. Meaning that the neighbors joined in with
the African American community. It was aneighbor effect. Not just a support
among the African Americans. Y ou could see you get avery, very strong
coefficient onthat. You seedso inthe Vargasrace, avery strong coefficient for
Latinos indicating that certainly for any oneindividua group you would be able
to argue for cohesiveness. Again, because of the smilarity of the coefficientsin
those minority racesthat | looked at, | think you could argue for cohesiveness
between Hispanics and African Americans. | don’t think you could argue for
cohesveness with the Adansin the codition.

And then getting to polarization. It'salittle hard to tell from these equations how
much is polarization and how much isjust enhanced cohesiveness. That isthat
you can not say for certain whether out of these estimations whether the
divergence between the two racia groups is produced by the White defections
or to what extent it’s produced by minority support. But there' s definitely a
Separation that is occurring when these minority candidates are on the ballot.
And the Court might argue about the meaning of polarization. And then you
might want to do alittle bit more work into that. Hopefully finding some survey
data to supplement this.

But, the sum tota of thisisthe following: that there are some facts that suggest
that the racid conditions of races bear some resemblance to the patterns that
the Voting Rights Act is supposed to cover. Whether these levels are high
enough to warrant aremedy particularly snce you have two minority
representatives dready, is an open lega question which | would leaveto Lisa
But | think there are some facts that you might want to bear in mind when you
consider the issue of representation for different areas that there are some
reasons to have some concerns about polarization and divergence between the
different communitiesin the City of San Diego.

That last statement when you said we dready have one Hispanic, one Black.
Are you suggesting there' s a quota on how many we can have from each group?

No. Of course not, Mateo. But what | am saying isthat based on my looking at
the cases, and again | redlly...l don’t want to push this because I'm not alawyer.
| think your strongest case is dways when you have a case of excluson and
you'retrying to get the first onein there. And | think it becomes alittle harder
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after you have severd representatives dready in. But that’sal | meanto say. |
don’t mean to say that you couldn’t win the case. | don’'t mean to say anything
other than you do...that would be afact which would be on the sde of the
defendants. That'sdl | meanto say. Whether that fact would matter and be
decisvel smply can't say. It would be afact if you...we have been focusing on
the three Gingles Criteria. In redlity, asLisawill tel you, theré s actudly a
longer list which includes such things as how well represented minoritiesarein
City Commissions and Boards. How much representation they have on the
exiging City Council or on other representative boards. Whether or not raciadly
charged messages are used during campaigns. | mean it'sjust avery long
decriptive list. Whether there was any intent on the part of the redigtricting
group to actudly diminish minority support. All those factors could be part of
the court record. And indeed in the most important case that was decided in
Cdifornia, the Garza case, it wasn't decided on the Gingles criteria, it was
decided on some of the other criteria. In particular the intent criteria and proof
that in past redigtrictings there had been along history in Los Angdes of the
County purposely trying to divide minorities. So, just because we ve only
focused on three criteriadon’t believe for a second that other factors wouldn't
be brought in in acourt trid.

Bruce, on your examples on polarity | don’t seeit by didtricts. | just see one
number. For example let’sjust focus on page five with the Boxer/Fong. | can't
determine how different didrictsin the City. | just see one number. And the
other in reference to the Hispanics and the Agans, it looked like they were very
amilar invoting in that Fong/Boxer race.

Right. Wdll, firg of al the andysisis never done by one didrict. Y ou andyze
the whole city. That'sthe way you do it.

So, we can't tdl how Didrict 3 votesif it's configured thisway or how it would
vote if it's configured some other way?

Yes. You candothat. Andwedid that anadyss. And it's a the beginning of
your packet. And that gives you basicaly the results of many races under your
preliminary proposal and under your adternative proposa. So, you dready have
that. That number is more easly summarized a the beginning. Okay. The
regressions could be done in theory, digtrict by district. 'Y ou would probably not
get very good estimates because the number of precincts wouldn't be enough to
give you what we cal degrees of freedom which would lessen the Satigtica
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certainty of the estimate that you get. Moreover | don't think that’ s the point. |
mean what you...I think it's rather the data you want as the data at the beginning
where we have taken the digtricts. And then what we ve done is re-tabul ated
the returns by the different dternatives. And that’swhat | think you're interested
in. And tha exigts for you in your packet.

Alright. So, onthispage 5isit fair to assume that the Asians and Hispanicsin
thisingance in this race voted very amilarly?

Widl, firg of dl, what you're looking at isthe gay precincts. By the time you get
to page 5 we ve taken out only the gay precincts. And the dividing pointison
page 3. So, up to pages 1 and 2 and then the first columnsin 3 are the ones for
the whole city. Then gtarting at the bottom of page 3 we ve separated out the
gay precincts and you basicdly have made the point that | made earlier which is
that when you get to the gay precincts you find that the racid difference lessen
consderably both in terms of the...for dl the groups, visavisthe Whites. Which
ismy point that basicaly the Whites in the areas that Kevin designated are more
amilar to the minorities than in the rest of the city. Now how Kevin cameto his
definition of those 300 precincts is between you and Kevin. But asfar aswe
could tell, Kevin's data was the best data that we could get. Now, | could
probably get even sharper results because Kevin at one point offered to give us
only the 50 top precincts. And we felt for statistica purposes that would have
been alittle bit more problematic for us. But we could have donethat. Infact if
we had world enough of time we would have done that. And my guessisthat
the differences would have even lessened more is my intuition on that.

COMMISSIONER JOHNSON:

CAIN:

JOHNSON:

CAIN:

Y ou said bascaly the Latino and the Black community basicdly follows the
same pattern.

Not identical. But they’re pretty close.

And in some ingtances with the exception of where there isa White femde, the
gay and lesbian community bascdly kind of fdlsin line there someplace. | will
assume on propostions and thiskind of thing thereisa amilarity. All three of
these groups kind of get together.

That'sright. Which doesn’'t help you. Because it basicaly saysthe you can't
eliminate either one of these dternatives because there€ s alogic to both.
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ULLOA:

CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

Because they are compatible communities of interest in a sense.

Y ou mentioned earlier about one of the factorsto look at is perspective of
people of color in planning groups, town councils. And one thing that I’ ve seen
isthat alarge number of planning groups and town councils where there sa
sgnificant amount of people of color in the community do not reflect that hardly
at dl in any other town council planning groups. That'sanissuethat | question
astowhy that is. And we have consumed discusson a some of the public
hearings but that' s an issue that | dill fed is alegitimate one to take into account
in terms of trying to do something to involve more participation by people of
color a dl levels of loca government. How would you respond to that?

Well, | don’t know the facts but | mean | certainly...and it would be alegitimate
god of the redigtricting commission to enhance the voices of disadvantaged and
minority people. | mean that’s certainly alegitimate god. Butit'sdsoa
legitimate god to enhance the voices of the gay community. | mean that'sa
legitimate god too. And | have no words of wisdom on how you trade these
off. 1 will be watching with interest as you sruggle with this. But | think they're
both legitimate gods.

To that specific point. We heard testimony that there's only one Hispanic in City
Heights and out of adozen or so. And that person felt forced to resign.

PESQUEIRA: We have to be careful because alot of times testimony that comesin is so subjectivein

its presentation that we want to be careful whether we put al of your 100% of your

weight upon what a person may have said who is spesking very subjectively from a point

of view. And we re trying to be much more objective as not to use the anecdotd stories
of an individua who happens to come before us and speak about something. Because

we could go back and forth on everything.

COMMISSIONER SAITO:

TAPEC

(Compliments Mr. Cain on putting together o much information so quickly and
bringing together resources from around the country.) | have some questions
about the context with which we can use to understand these numbers. Because
these numbers are important to us and it’s part of the process for us to base our
decison on. | have anumber of questions. Thefirst oneis.
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PESQUEIRA: Ldand. May | interrupt you for just a minute so that we...I think we can keep

SAITO:

CAIN:

SAITO:

everybody in afocus here. We had asked Bruce to go back and take alook at the area
primarily surrounding City Heights so that we could determine whether or not City
Heghts should be moved into Digtrict 3 and thet there would be a civil rights violation
should we fail to do that. And so aswe make our discussion, let’s keep our discussion
in line of the fact that whether or not City Heights should be moved or not be moved.
Because | think that was the focus of our request from the consultant.

Okay. Well, my questions and comments here are, or this discussion is based
on the idea that we' re going to use this report to help us make our decision.

And so my questions here are to help us...well to help me, but they can hep dl
of us| think understand these numbers. And that’s what this discussion is abouit.
So, firgt isthis. Thisdatais based on voting. So, people who have actudly cast
abdlot. And as Juan mentioned what about the process of politics within the
community and the range of people that are involved. So, another way of
undergtanding the numbers could be that in the United States asawhole, and in
San Diego in particular, thisis a place where many groups have been paliticaly
disenfranchised based on a number of factors whether it’s race, religion, gender
or whatever. And s0 in some ways then what we' re looking at is the end result
of a process where some people may not get involved in politics because they
fed that those votes don’t count. So, could it be said then that we are looking at
people who have voted, but what we're looking at then, and since we are
looking a minority communities, these are often communities where politica
activity has been suppressed because these people fed that they’re not part of
the political system. Isthat apossbility?

Yeah. It'saposshbility. Andit'saposshility that we have known from the
academic whether true, that sometimes when you created a didtrict you do
cregte networks which energize voters which might increase participation. And
that’snot just true in minority communities. That'struein the gay community,
the beach community and al of the communities. Thisiswhy redigricting
matters. Because when you cregte...and thisis why communities want to be
whole undernegth the didtricts is because it gives them an incentive to develop an
infrastructure that reunites them and motivates. So, yes. It's possble

And especidly in acommunity such as City Haghts where it’s low-income,
many immigrants, refugees that this just might even be emphasized more. Isthis
aposshility, too?
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CAIN:

SAITO:

CAIN:

SAITO:

To what degree it would increase participation isanorma question. Because
you would want to know more about the citizenship ratesin that particular area.
But it certainly was alogica posshbility.

So, basicdly my point is here that when you look at this data, we can't assume
that it's a complete and totd and accurate picture of the voting preferences of
everybody in that areain City Heights. And the other thing isthat | think you've
done an incredibly thorough job of andyzing thisdata. But would another
limitation though be the kinds of eections that you were able to andyze. And 0
for example, |et’ s take one of them. Cruz Bustamante. Or another one, Matt
Fong. How many peoplein City Heights that would have ever met or talked to
Cruz Bugtamante or Matt Fong. And then so there' s a difference between a
candidate running in a statewide race and a candidate running for let'ssay a
local school board or city council race. And so, something such as identification.
And your research and much research show that it's not just ethnic identity.
Peoplejust don't blindly vote for somebody for the same race or ethnicity. But
it's because they believe that this candidate knows and understands the kinds of
political issuestha exist in thar community. So, the point here then is could
these races, asimportant asthey are, also be not as strong indicators because
they’ re state races as opposed to say aloca race where the candidates and the
voters are much more familiar with one another.

Y es, but, now remember we do have the Stevens race. And you will find
pretty much the same pattern. So, my conclusions sort of hold up. You look a
the Stevens' race you find that again the Hispanic and the African American
support. Particularly you see the African Americanswere. Now, inthis
particular case you find that the Asans aso supported Stevens. So, that may be
relevant to your point that it'sthe...it' s entirely possible that in local government
races you might find more coditiond behavior with the Asan community. But
we just don’'t have enough races where minority candidatesran in dl these
neighborhoods for us to be able to do it.

And that | think is one of the mgjor thingsis that if we had a number of races
that...and | think it would help with our andyss. And George Stevens, | can't
pass judgment on what kind of candidate heis, but it iskind of hard to make a
judgment just based on one person as opposed to arange of candidates.

And the other thing iswith Asan Americans having a vote that’ s different from
Latino and African Americans. | think for many reasons thet that sort of exigsin
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CAIN:

FOSTER:

CAIN:

the data that’ s shown. And again | think part of it might be with the kind of lack
of dections that we might have. Like for example in the recent date assembly
election in San Gabrid valey, Lainos and Adan Americans did form a codition
to vote in an Asan American into the State Assembly. That has changed from
election to election. Sometimes Latinos have voted for this person and
sometimes they voted againg. So, the point here is that sometimesiit’ s difficult
to tell because we may not have enough dectionsto go by. Isthat...?

Right. But | mean to get back to Raph’spoint. | mean the key question hereis,
IS there enough Smilarities between Asan voting behavior at dl different levels
and Latinos and African Americans such that a court would say, oh yeeh, that's
acohesive group. And therefore we would hold you, Leland Saito and the rest
of the Commissionersliableif you don't draw didricts that are coditiona
digricts. And | think what I’'m saying is that the factud case would be mixed.
And you're saying the same thing. It's not that it's 100% againg the notion that
Asanswill vate with minorities. | think we find some areas where they will. But
both of us knowing the academic literature and looking at this say, yeah. That's
probably right. There' s going to be alot of instances where Asans don’t vote
for Latinos and Blacks and some in which they do. And what isthe Court going
to make of that. You know. Lisacantakeaguess. We can dl take a guess.
But, you know the more you find discrepant information, the more likely the
court’s going to say, you know thisisasretch. And remember that what Lisa
sad isthat while the Court has entertained evidence of coditiond didtricts,
they’ ve never sustained in any decison acase in favor of plantiffsthat camein
with acadition. And correct meif I’'m wrong about that Lisabut | believe that's
the record.

Well, | would basicaly agree with that statement. | think as we talked about this
issue at a previous meeting there are some Circuit Court cases in other
jurisdictions which aren't binding on our jurisdiction that have found both ways
that the U.S. Supreme Court has expressed or refused to rule on that issue. So,
there is no binding authority on that issue that would gpply to us.

Ohyesah, | forgot. That’sthe 5" Circuit did in some casesin the 80's sugtain. |
forgot that. So, at any rate. | need to amend that statement. It hasn't happened
inour circuit but it has happened e swhere. So, you know, again dl thisisalegd
continuum. Nobody can tell you you're certainly liable or certainly not ligble.
But you can sort of figure out where you are. But again, dl this...and herel
depart alittle bit from the report to just step outside as an observer and say, you
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SAITO:

CAIN:

SAITO:

know there seemsto be kind of arush to want to make thisinto alegd issue
wheninfact | think it' savery legitimate politica/community of interest which the
citizens of this city are asking you to think about and decide. These are perfectly
legitimate claims on the part of the minority community and on the part of the gay
community and on the part of dl these other communities that testified. Andiitis
your unenviable job to try to satisfy as many of these asyou can. And it seems
like what we' re trying to do is to let the Court solve the problem for you. And |
guesswhat I'mtrying to tell you is, yeah. You can sort of say thereé salittle
more legd ligbility. 1 think it'sfair to say there' salittle more legd ligbility with
fracturing minority communities than with fracturing the gay community right

now. Because we don't know of any case law which the gay community has
been protected under the Voting Rights Act. So, there salittle more legdl
liability. 1 think that’sfar to say. How much more legd lighility, | think it'sgoing
to be impossible for anybody to tdl you. All I can tel youisthisiswhat the
factsare. Thisiswhat the Court will be looking at. And you're going to have to
factor that in when you make a decision as to how to prioritize between these
different competing legitimate complaints or clams.

Just onefind question. And then just one summary point. In terms of the way
the Gay/L esbian vote seems to be progressive and in some ways sort of
overlgps with Asan American and Latinos and African Americansin certain
cases. Could that be the case with certain kinds of issues such as propositions.
But if there were opposing candidates, say somebody that was run by the Latino
community and somebody that was running from the Gay and Lesbian
community, then you would have that kind of divergence.

That's an excdlent point. And that’s entirely possible and indeed plausible that if
we had more races in which two protected groups ran against one another then
we would see evidence of the non-cohesion. And that would apply not only to
gays versus Latinos but quite possibly if we had aLatino candidate running
againg an African American candidate and that’ s often what' s done in these
coditiondl clams.

My find sort of summary conclusonary point isthat dedling with the limited
information that we have with these races and trying to understand that this
anayss, there are several ways we can understand it. Oneisthat the evidence
doesn't strongly show or support the kind of requirements required by Ginglesin
terms of polarized voting etc... Or cohesion among certain groups. So, that's
oneway of looking at it. But the other way of looking at it could be that
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CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

because of the kind of political disfranchisement that’s occurred in the
community, because of the low level of palitica activity among these groups, that
that also isn't shown. And part of that may be because the way the politica
sysem is and the way it has worked and created particular barriers for these
groups.

Yeah. That'saposshility. Absolutely.

| agree with you Leand in reference to the significance of those variables you've
oidentified. Bruce, ign't there another factor in terms of arriving & conclusonsin
reference to communities voting as acommunity, or asagroup or atendency to
vote as agroup isthe races you looked at. Based on the data here you're telling
me that the...where we have a gatewide Asan running, Fong, that was not done
in City Heights? So, we don’t know the data on that?

What are you taking about?
| asked you on page 5 on the Boxer/Fong...

No. No. Weran it both ways. The table that you want to look at Mateo ison
page 2 or isit page 3? Alright. Okay. | takethat back. I'm sorry. Page 5 we
did not run the gays. | take that back. But the Boxer/Fong that you're talking
about on page 5isthe‘98 race. You'reright. That isrun for city wide. And
running that city wide you basicdly find that Black and Hispanic vote was
identica to the Whitevote. That isit was completely explained by party. And
the Asan vote went beyond party and supported Fong. That's what that table
tellsus. Okay.

Didn't you indicate thet if it has a negative number of which both the Higpanic
and the Asan has a negative number.

They’re not datidicdly sgnificant Mateo. You look & the T-vdue. The T-
vaueisbedow 2. Okay. That meansthat they’ re indigtinguishable from 0.
Okay.

The other race which you dl don't have in front of you would be to see how
Ruben Varales, that race was a satewide race. And that would have been very
ggnificant to see how African Americans and Asans voted for Ruben Vardes.
But you don't have that data. So, what you look at is how you get a conclusion.
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ULLOA:

CAIN:

ULLOA:

CAIN:

Right. But, | mean it'sdso that if we were to find some races in which minorities
ran againgt each other that could be used as evidence that they’ re not a cohesive
block. So, it can work both ways. | guessal I'm trying to say iswe could
proliferate thisreport. It would eat up alarge fraction of your budget because
Wendy doesn’'t come cheaply. And putting these data sets together doesn't
come chegply. And the question iswhat’ s the margind vaue of the information
that you would obtain by authorizing us to do more studies. | mean, | think
Leland has kind of summarized things pretty well. Whichisto say, look. If
you're interested in saying that there’ s some community of interest that we
should pay attention to in the City Heights area, there's some evidence in this
datathat supportsthat. It saysthat Blacks and Latinos tend to vote together,
that there' s some level of polarization and that we should consider that asa
community of interest. Okay. That'swhat that report tells you. We could
proliferate it more of races and that would smply most likely affirm that result.
But, the report dso tdlsyou that isit adam dunk Voting Rights violation on the
factsaone? | would say, probably not. Because you know, there' salot of
interpreted things the Court would have to go through. | don’'t know how they
would look at that. | don’t know whether they would accept Black and Latino.

| don’t know how they would look at these numbers. Okay. You have a
stronger case when you're dedling with asingle individua group. Okay. But, |
don’'t see how proliferating more studies is going to solve the problem. You
undergtand, there’ s a community of interest between Blacks and Latinos. That's
representative in that area. There' s acommunity of interest represented by gays.
And it'smore or less compatible with the progressive codition. How you sort
that out, thereisno lega guidance. That's just something you're going to have
to use your judgment on.

Mr Chair, if | recall you mentioned earlier that your impression was that the Gay
and Leshian community met the same criteria for being considered a protected
class?

No. They're not officidly recognized as a protected class.

Right. | undergtand that. But in terms of your andys's you were saying that
unofficidly from your review of the information, you believe thet their
characteristics and history would place them in the same category as other
protected groups?

No. Juan, | think what | would say isthis. That you can safely put the gay
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ULLOA:

community into a minority district and you will find thet on alarge number of
Issues, maybe not everything, but on alarge number of issue you're going to
have a compatibility. Now Leand’s amendment to that which was a perfectly
good amendment was, what would happen in a hypothetica race between a
Latino candidate and a gay White candidate. But you could see a divergence.
Just as you saw adivergence on Prop 22, just as you saw a divergence on the
DeDe Alpertrace. So again anytime you' re talking about the smilarity of
interests the strongest case for cohesion is each group by itself. But if we' re then
going to the next level, which groups seem to be in harmony. And what I’'m
saying is the Black/Latino coefficient seems to move together most often. And
that compared to other Whites, the gay Whites which iswhat we caled the
intercept term in the gay equations, seemed to be less distinguishable from the
racid groupsin the gay precincts.

So, that’ sto say there's some compatibility there. But you could argue for a
community of interest that...again it's never going to be 100%. There are surely
going to beissues that coditiond partners are going to separate on by definition.
And | can't even tdl you whether the gay/Latino codition is closer in some sense
than the Black/Latino. 1 mean that would go beyond these numbers into a much
more textured understanding of the politicsin San Diego. Which | smply don’t
have. | can't tdl you and wouldn’t even venture an opinion. But | think the
point is, any coditiond group you' re going to find some differences and you're
going to find some smilarities. But dl I'm trying to do is say, dright. If you have
to put groups together you can't put them dl in their separate didtricts, but you
want to avoid putting them in with the most conservetive, White, high voting,
wedlthy neighborhoods. So, you know to me | would be most suspicious of the
City Heights portion of 7. Whereas | would be less concerned about the City
Heights portion of 3. And certainly not terribly concerned about the City
Heights portion of 4 which probably isthe most compatible of the three. So, if
you're going to rank order, them based on the datathat’ s here I’d say it's most
compatible with 4, number two would Digtrict 3 and number three would be
Didtrict 7.

Now, does that mean you have to make these changes legdly? No. Againl
keep saying thereisdl thislegad ambiguity. We can't say with certainty.
Certainly you're taking alittle bit of alegd risk when you divide a minority
community in parts. But how much we don’t know.

That'sbasicaly why | asked that question. Because | do believe that the Gay
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and Leshian community has alegitimate interest in staying united or becoming
more united. But then one of the dilemmas we haveisin order to put the groups
that arein Didtrict 7, people of color who are a contrast in terms of the political
voting pattensto folks in Didrict 7 that then crestes a domino effect in terms of
which other communities do we then take out of Didrict 3. And so | wanted to
ask if you're looking at which group needs protection more or higher priority in
terms of voting rights or voting issues, would it be those two censustractsin
Digrict 7 or would it be Kensington, Talmadge or Norma Heights. And those
are the dilemmeas that, a least as a Commissioner I'm trying to ded with because
| recognize even before the data, that inlooking at the data that was given earlier
by Joey, that alot of voting issmilar. So, | don't think it's an issue of pitting
gays and leshians againg African Americans and Hispanics but it's the idea of
which of the groups need greeter protection in terms of Vating Rights and voting
Issues and participation in the political process. And my thinkingn has beenin
terms of moving Tadmadge, Kensngton and Normal Heightsto Didtrict 7 as
opposed to leaving the other two census tracts of people of color in Digtrict 7
that those three communities, a least my impression are middle class for the
most part. They’re White. Then they’re probably high propensty voters. That
datal don't have. But that would be my guess. And they would be better able
to defend themselves in Didtrict 7 and make inroads in Didtrict 7 in terms of
making their politica influence known as opposed to the two census tracts o
people of color that arein Didtrict 7 now. And those are the two groupsthat |
have a concern about.

| understand and | accept that thisisnot aVoting Rightsissue. And that’ s fine.
But as you mentioned there are some legitimate concerns that we as
Commissioners need to look a and | think in terms of equity, in terms of fairness
to those whose vote we did not hear. And | understand that Lisa had
mentioned that be careful with that. But we aso have to be careful not to be too
conservative in how we' re going to react to that Stuation. And I’'m hoping we
can find some compromise here so that we can Hlill create adigtrict where the
gay and leshian community felt that they have the capacity to continue to elect a
person to represent their interest but not ignore the fact that there is a group that
Is protected by the Voting Rights Act that should have some level of protection.
And in adidrict where they can have someinfluence. That redly isthe dilemma
that I’'m going through right now. | was hoping that maybe later onin the
discusson of meetings that we can have some data that will give us a better
sense of which way we should go.
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CAIN: | think you're asking dl the right questions. And | fed your pain. But | mean |
think in the end no facts are going to resolve this, Juan. | think you've got t
make some vaue judgments, bottom line.

COMMISSIONER MAGANA:
| wanted to make a comment in regards to which census tract you move. And |
think that in a prior meeting | had asked that in regards to a particular
community. And Bruce your response to me was that we do not protect
individua censustracts for individua communities. What we haveto look at is
the whole entire digtrict or the whole entire city. And because one census tract
isinthisdigrict thistime around and they fed they have the power to vote for
their candidate of choice, because they’ re now placed in different digtrict the
next go around it's still a matter of numbers and a matter of community interests.
And so, | think we need to take alook at dl of these groups as communities of
interest. Asnew concerned citizens and that we need to listen to what it is they
aeteling us. Because agan, we refer to individuas who we don't see but |
need to tell you that | did work in the Mid-City areafor a number of years. And
in order to bring that community...to improve that community coditions had to
be built. Anditwasn't just one face you saw it was hundreds of faces
representing al aspects, al neighborhoods of that community. And what I've
heard in the testimony from the community is thet thet iswhat is continuing. And
we can not say, well this one little ssgment of the community we haven't heard
from themyet. But what I’ m telling you is we have heard from them because
this group is not...didn't come to us saying, | only represent me, | only represent
my race. What they’re saying isthat | represent this part of the community. But
in essence they have been telling usthey are acodition. They have been
working collaboratively, they have made mgor improvementsin thet area. And
| would again want to caution us in terms of looking a something thet...we seem
to dways need to be searching for something. Something more, something other
than what' s dready in front of us. And we have to take alook at that more
closy.

Chairman Pesgueirarecessed at 6:15 for a 10 minute bresk until 6:25p.m.
Chairman Pessgueira reconvened the mesting at 6:28 p.m.

SPEAKERSON ITEM #5

C184 Speaker #9  Fred Lindahl: Good evening. My nameis Fred Lindahl and | live &
4550 Edrdla Avenue in Tdmadge Park, Didrict 3. Thisevening I’'m just coming
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to speek to you after hearing the presentation. And one of the thingsthat | want to
expressisthat | an amember of the Tdmadge Park Neighborhood. And we have
been working over the course of six years with the City Heights Neighborhood.
And when | say the City Heights Neighborhood, I’ m talking about a number of
issues that we began with collaboration. In one areawe re taking about the El
Caon Business Improvement Didtrict. We re talking about the Euclid Avenue
Revitdization Program. The City Heights Redevelopment Project Area. Thel-15
Corridor. And just our maintenance and with the newly formed Maintenance
Assessment Didtrict.

When | listened to whét it is that some of the Commissioners are asking, it sort of
sounds like their leading to show that the way that it should be working is that

Tdmadge would be the leader and that City Heights would be learning from the
people of Kengngton and Tdmadge when in actudity what is occurring is that
Tdmadge has learned from our neighbors in the south in City Heights how to

actudly work with our current Council Members and how to work and learn how

to fill out gpplications for CDBG grants. How to form higtoric digtricts. How to

create assessment digtricts. And the list goeson and on. So, | guess | become alittle bit
emotiona when | hear thet it is something that would bein reverse. | think gatistics
would show and numbers would show that a neighborhood like Talmadge would be the
leader when in actudity asto what is going on in City Heights and Tdmadgeisthat it'sin
thereverse. And so what | guesswhat I'm saying is that | would be open to questions
from the Commissoners asto what is actudly going on in my neighborhood. And what
itisthat | see asaperson that resides there and that works within my district and isaso

participating in things that are happening in City Heights.

Speaker #10 Joe Cordero: Good evening, Mr. Pesqueira and members of the

Commission. | live a 1651 Quiet Hills Drive in Oceandde. However, I'm the Co-

Chairman of the Chicano Federation Board of Directors. And our addressis

610 22" Street here in San Diego. Asyou might be aware, the Chicano Federation

has been involved in the City redigtricting process for 30 years. Ten years ago we

saw aneed to protect the rights of individuals who we thought their rights were

being violated. And those individuas being protected under the Voting Rights

Act. Wefdt ther rights were not being respected. We're talking about individuas

that are our condtituents. L atinos, other people of color. Immigrants and other

under-served communities. Wefed that the bottom line here is that you should continue
to protect the voting rights and unify City Heightsinto one digtrict. Our
condtituents, many of which come from City Heights. We have seen over the
years how difficult it isto get resources for individuas. 1t becomesincreasingly
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TAPED

difficult when those individuas are divided into various didtricts. Whether it'sa
City didrict, Assembly digtrict, Supervisorid district or whatever. So | urge you
to consider our proposal. And | understand you have avery difficult task before
you. Thisisnot an easy decison you have to make. But, we ask you to make
this decison in good faith otherwise you' re going to force us to consider other
avenues to try to protect the Voting Rights of our congtituents. Thank you.

Speaker #11 EllisRoses Members of the Commisson. Mr. Char and

gaff. My nameisEllisRose. | resde a 3535 Monroe Avenue in San

Diego. Andfirgt of al | wanted to talk to an issue which has concerned me
greatly for weeks and weeks. And that is what seemsto be a segmentation of
the very red and diverse interlocking communities within the 3¢ Digtrict. We are
not just smply White or Black or Asan or Latino. Were not smply LGBT or
graight. We overlap quite abit. And what concerns meis that the tone that
comes from the Commission, whether you redlize it or not, redly constantly
segments us when we are much more than that. And one of the things that’s
frustrated me also has been that over the last few weeksthat I ve talked to
people, especidly people from City Helghts asking them about getting involved
that they’ ve expressed concern thet they fed dismissed. And quite frankly they
have told me they fed disenfranchised because they fed that regardless of ther
ethnicity, their race, regardiess of ther activity as activists within City Heights
unlessthey give the answers that want to be heard, asthey believe, then they
believe that they’ re dismissed and they are not being listened to. They fed like
this process is weeding them out. | did want to ask some questions that perhaps
the consultant can provide answersto.

My first question isin regards to the issue of network development within
digricts that are...you talked about minority didtricts. Y ou talked about the
development of networks. Isit possible that the network can develop under the
present system where there are three digtricts representing the various
neighborhoods of City Heights? | was wondering isit possible that the influence
can be limited by being packed into one digtrict if they’ ve dready developed
networks that are effective within the three digtrict sysem? | was wondering if
you could site the so-called minority requests from City Helghts residents
requesting to be in one didtrict. 1 ‘m not aware of any. And | was wondering if
you can pesk to the possibility of dignfranchisng and cite examples within City
Heghts or isthat Smply just hypothetica?
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CAIN:

Well, those are alot of questions. And some of them | have absolutely no data
on. With respect to the two more genera questions. One is whether networks
can develop if you divide them into three. Yes. They can develop at the
Assembly leve or the Congressiond levd or a the State-wide level. B, in
terms of organizing with respect to theCity Council levd, | think we ve heard
testimony from everybody that neighborhoods like to be united and develop their
networks in a united fashion under one representative in generd. It's not aways
the case but in genera in my 20 years of redigtricting, communities of any sort
prefer to be kept together rather than divided.

Asto the question of whether you limit influence by packing it. Yes. Of course
the same thing could be said of the gay and lesbian community. That isto say
that your demand is to have yoursalves concentrated. Well, somebody could
come to you and say, well you're just packing yourselves or you' re limiting your
influence. The obvious answer isthat you have to let every community speek as
to whether it wants to be divided or united. Thereis no abstract academic
answer as to whether it’s better to have a 30% or a 35% concentration. That's
something the community has to decide and testify on. So, | would urge the
Commission to look at the testimony and make a decison based on that. Don't
expect academics to come up with some magic number for you.

Speaker #12 Kevin Davis. My nameisKevin Davis. | live a 1263
Robinson Avenue. | wanted to address the Stevens' race for Mayor in last
year'sprimary. | disagree. | believe | have adifferent interpretation. | don't
believe that you could guess someon€e s vote whether they were African
American or Latino or not one of those categories. | believe that voting was
largely dong the lines of what Coundcil didtrict they lived in. | bdieve that the
data shows that dmost every precinct where Mr. Stevens received more than
50% of the vote was in Didtrict 4 where he had been the Council Member for
over 8 years. And the Latinosin Didrict 8 were not as likely to vote for Mr.
Stevens asthe Latinosin Didtrict....or asthe White peoplein Didtrict 4. So, |
think...I don’t think you can draw conclusons asto racid polarization or
colluson or anything like that with regard to the Stevens race. | dso havea
question I'd like to ask of Lisa Foster regarding the responsbility of this
Commission. I'd like to know how much this Commisson hasto take into
account both people who are not of voting age, people who are not...people
who do not participate in the voting process or people who are not eigible to
vote. Or whether this processis about empowering people who do vote to elect



City Of San Diego Year 2000 Redigtricting Page 39

July 25, 2001 -

Council Chambers- 4:00 p.m.

FOSTER:

DAVIS:

FOSTER:

MR. CAIN:

CAMARILLO:

a City Council member of their choice?

I’m assuming, Kevin, by that question you mean to the extent that those people
not of voting age should be taken under consderation in aVoting Rights Act
andyss. Isthat what your question is?

No. With this Commission when they’re looking at drawing the lines, do they
have to take into account there are many people who are not citizens or many
people who don’t participate in the voting process, so let’s do something for
them. Or isit rather we need to do something for the people who do vote and
do participate?

Well, | don’t think | can answer that with asmple answer. | think we look at
different populations for different purposes. And | think that Dr. Cain touched
on that earlier. Weredly look at tota population based on the census numbers
which are presumed accurate in equdizing the digtricts which | consider the
primary god. For Voting Rights Act andysis though, you do look at a different
population. We re looking at what we call VAP (Voting Age Population).
Thereis some fairly strong legd authority that we should be looking & CVAP
(Citizen Voting Age Population). 1t'simpossible for usto do that because we
don't have that data. But there is some authority, where that datais available it
should be considered. So, again in the Voting Rights analysis it’s much more
important to hone in on those who have the ahility to vote. But for other
purposes, like equdizing the population, you look at tota population. So it's not
asgmple stuation.

And if I could answer Kevin'sfirgt question. There may be variationsin the
Latino votein different areas of San Diego. What the equation tells you is that
on average, on average Latinos were more likely than Whites to support the
Stevens race on average.

Mr. Chairman, just acdlarification of something. Kevin identified the Stevens
race. Inyour anayss, Bruce, didn’t you look &t the...to the extent that Latinos
in Digtrict 4, because that’ s who voted for...because you have them by didtricts.
So the question isin terms of trying to clarify the...

PESQUEIRA: Okay. We'll go with that. But I'd like to get through the speskersfird...

CAMARILLO:

| just want to clarify. Because you made a statement earlier that speakers can't
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rely on the statements. They could be hear-say or unvdidated information.
That'swhat I'm asking Bruce.

PESQUEIRA: Unlessthere' s some strong reason, |'d like to save that question.

Speaker #13 Douglas Case: I'm Douglaas Case. | live at 5444 Reservoir
Drivein San Diego. Two things. | would firgt of dl like to caution the consultant
about using the terminology gay digtrict. Because there is no precinct in the City
of San Diego where there is the mgjority of the voters who are from the LGBT
community. My primary comments have to do with process. Itismy
understanding that when the Commission proposed their aternative map that that
map would only be consdered if it was clear from the consultant’ s report that
there was avery dear Voting Rights problem with the preiminary map. And as
| understand there is not aclear indication thet thereisaclear violation. | think
there are some Commissioners that regardless of what the consultant said would
be coming here today to be arguing for this putting City Heights together and the
request for the consultants report was no more than a facade to hear that
argument. But | would suggest to you as a matter of processthat if you choose
to look a anything other than the preliminary map as your basis map you have
an obligation to go back out into the communities and get the input from the
communities that are affected to decideif you put City Heights in the same
digrict. You need to go out into City Heights and have public hearings there. |
understand that the Charter does’t require that. But | think if you're going to
use as your basis ether of the City Haights map or the radicdly different Voting
Renaissance map tha you have an obligation to go back out into the
communities and seek their support if you' re going to be doing anything thet is
subgtantidly different from the preliminary map.

PESQUEIRA: That'swhy dl of our meetings are public and open for people to participate or watch on
tlevison.

Speaker #14 Dwayne Crenshaw: Good evening, Mr. Chair and
Commissoners. Dwayne Crenshaw. 6275 Alderley Street in San Diego. |
found the presentation interesting and fascinating on the City Heightsissue. To
me as we taked about the issue of City Heights the Commission has to consider
whether you go into the digtrict 3 or digtrict 7. | think what | heard Mr. Cain say
was tha the most substantid difference would be to put City Heights into district
4. We know there was a question about whether or not African American and
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Latino’s participation will increase if they’re combined. There is a study done by
the Public Policy Indtitute of California, their websiteis PPIC.org. | would
encourage you to look at that. Thisisan andyss of the 52 Congressiond
Didtricts but 13 that are mgjority/minority. And in each of those cases, the
participation of people have increased because of that. | think to continue City
Heights divided will continue to diminish their Voting Rights. That may be the
reason they’ re not here today to speak that’ s been suggested. So, you need to
redlly look at that issue as aconcern. | think also, however, there are two other
points that | think need to be clarified or perhagps | want to share my thoughts
on. One, that the gay and leshian community, LGBT community, needs to be
pitted againg the City Heights community. | think the Voting Rights Renaissance
map may be an dternative that kegpsthe LGBT community, University Heights
united as one of the Chairmen was asking, Hillcrest and those communities
together while uniting City Heights in another digtrict. Another comment
Commissioner Camarillo asked about, whether or not 2 minority districts was
enough. Wdll if you look & the population in East San Diego which isdmost
50% or is 50% minority, having 20% of the seets represented by minoritiesis
not adequate. So, as a City-wide picture | think thereisaVoting Rights issue to
look a. If you can cregte three mgority/minority seets that’saplusthat | think
you should consider it aswdl. | think the Voting Rights map may lead you in
that direction.

And then ladtly, | think there was a point made regarding the public process and
going back out to the community. | think that’savadid...I think you know you're
on T.V. now. | think the processis going on. We need to continue to move
forward. | would suggest before you delete any mapsthat you do dlow us dl
time in this room to get back together and try to see if we can come together
with the Commisson. Thank you.

(D141) Mr. Pesqueiraannounced that Item 6 and 7 will be trailed to Wednesday, August 1, 2001
at 4:00- 8:00 p.m.. Mr. Pesqueiraannounced that the Commission will notice the public for
meetings on Thursday, August 2, 2001 and Friday, August 3, 2001 at 4:00-8:00 p.m. aswell in
case these meeting dates are needed.

Mr. Pesqueira so mentioned that the Commission does have as least amora responsibility to say
why they will rgect amap or why they will accept one.

Mr. Saito expressed concern for members of the audience who came to testify today and who will
then have to come again. For many it isahardship. He dso questioned whether the Commission
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isready to have afind decison on thefind map. Hefedsmoretimeisneed to

make a decison.

CAMARILLO:

ULLOA:

Speaker #15 Mark Conlan: Two points. First regarding the question that
came up earlier asto what the population base for determining Voting Rights Act
compliance should be. According to Justice William Brennan in his mgjority
opinion in the Gingles case it is, quote “ The minority voters must be sufficiently
concentrated and politically cohesive that a putative digtricting plan would result
in digricts in which members of aracia minority would conditute a mgority of
thevoters” In other words smply doing the andysis on the basis of Voting
Rights population... voting age population is not good enough. It hasto be
people who are actually digible to vote. And since your consultant wes, |
understand, unable to do that andlyss, thereis aflaw in the data from the very
beginning. Because it does not cover the correct population base which is
people who are actudly eligible to vote. Not immigrants documented or
otherwise, but people who actualy have the legd right to vote and may be
disenfranchised by a certain redidricting. So, thisis not just an academic point
because it may lead some of the advocates of athird mgority of people of color
digtrict in the rather unfortunate position of asking...of getting what they asked
for. Getting digtricts in which there is a mgority voting age population of color,
but sill a White mgority of actud voters with the result that they may lose not
gan representation on the City Council from that sort of adigtrict. Anddso|
would quickly point out that there are many issues, particularly dealing with the
morality of homosexudity itsdf. 1ssueslike Proposition 22 where there are
sgnificant and very stark differences between the queer community and
communities of color. I’'m sorry the analysis did not cover Proposition 22 for
that reason. Thank you.

| think it should be kept in mind that minorities may chose to have aWhite
representative. So, we' re not talking about minority elected representatives.
We re talking about the opportunity to chose the person of their choice.

Mr. Chair, | just want to repest that we don’'t have the data for citizenship. And
so the point can be made that maybe that ought to be the case. But it can't be
the case currently because we don't have the capacity at this point to do that.
Thank you.

Speaker #16 John Stump: John Stump, 4133 Poplar Avenue, Azdea
Park, City Heights. Thank you very much. A couple of points | wanted to
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makeisfirg of al Mr. Ulloa, there are 25 copies of the request concerning what
are gay precincts and what are not gay precincts. They are order of importance.
It'sinyour file. | read your entire file today and one of the questions I’ d like you
to think about is, they’ ve made some statements about what they desire as
precincts. Thereisatask that was put in the Gay, Lesbian, Bisexud
Redigtricting Manua which has adso been submitted to your Board of 5 factors
which need to be demondtrated in order to have a precinct that can be quaified
as mainly acommunity of interest. Those 5 factors...theré sno evidence yet in
thefile that that’s...those have been identified. Thereisamanua Staa provided
toyou. It'sapart of the public testimony. A couple of comments. Thisisa
Council race not a Congressiond race. Inthelast Council race 54% was dl that
participated of the eligible voters. So an absolute mgority of votersin that race,
in the Council race, isonly 28%. 34%...57% which isin the dternate map
would have exceeded that. So, | think thereisared question now whether or
not combining people of color in one didtrict isequa or fair treetment for them.
Finaly afactor I'd like you to look at is not only the Mayord race but we had
school didtrict races. We had aMr. Lopez run. We had a Black women run for
school digrict. How did they perform in City Heights. Thisisaso anon-
partisanrace. S0, I'd like you to take alook at that. And finaly, when | make
my presentation on the Coffee Map I'll be bringing up Miller vs. Johnson, which
saysrace isameatter to be consdered. It'sjust not the only matter to be
consdered. Thank you.

Speaker #17 Levin Sy: Good evening Commissioner's. My nameisLevin

Sy and I’'m with agroup caled Asan Pacific Americans For Fair Redidtricting.
Before | begin today, I'd like to respectfully ask that comments from the
Commission such as putting digtrict 2, and | quote “putting Digtrict 2 clear out of
the country” which criticize, evduate or judge the proposed digtrict plans before
we can submit them to you, be diminated. Fird, I'd like to ask the Commission
acouple of questions related to the data which has been presented today.
Number one, the Bush/Gore races that we have been presented show that Asan
Americans vote contradictory to what Latinos and African Americansvote. |
would like to suggest that we look specificaly at City Heights. |’ ve been active
with the Asan Pacific American political community. One of the things that we
know in San Diego is that they are very much Republican. But there' s declineto
date, or adecline to state a party preference that's big enough it can influence
that. If you'relooking specificdly at City Heights where Philipinos comprise
28%...excuse me in Paradise Hills where Philipino’s comprise 28% of the
community, two things can hagppen. Thefirg being, there are Smilar Latino
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surnames can be incorporated into Latino voter roles. And the second, they are
very much a Democratic vote. And if you look at the City Heights research
gpecificaly on these races, | will tell you that the African American, Latino and
Adsan American communities do have shared interests dong politica
boundaries.

The third point I'd like to bring up is related to process. Today we were given
the impression that we had atime-certain date and time that we would be able to
present our proposed district. We fed that we' re being shut out of the process
by not being dlowed to speek today. And if Item 6 isremoved from the
Agenda that those who wish to speak and submit a card be alowed to be added
to the Non-Agenda public comment. The last comment | have is on City
Heights. The proposed Asian Pacific Americans For Fair Redidtricting Plan
gpesks to the needs of creating an Asan Pacific American digtrict in Didrict 2.
Yes. What we did was to show you that this can be possible and it will not be
too dragtic to do so for the rest of the community. The dilemmathat you have
before you with City Heights and the LGBT community can still be constructed
given the freedom that you have here today. Thank you.

PESQUEIRA: Levin. Just 0 you understand. What I'm doing in effect is we re kegping those spesker

SY:

CAIN:

dips and when we start Wednesday again, the dipswill bevdid and I'll cdl therall to
make sure that those people have returned. And then we will get into our discussion
here and then move on to item number 6 with the people who have aready submitted
ther dips.

A point Mr. Chairman, | think one of the things that we felt and is very disturbing
isthat alot of folks came out today, amost 20, that wanted to speak on the
item. And because it was an Agendaitem we did not speak a the Non-Agenda
oublic comments. And | think as a matter of process and for fairness and for
redly if you were concerned with inclusive public participation we have people
here who want to speak on anissue. And to have them not be able to speak
sometime today, | think would be an injustice to them and their time. Thank

youl.

Speaker #18 Michad Sprague: | have afew quick questions. | was
surprised that the numbers within your work didn’t come to more than 100%
with mixed race being added in severd different categories.

I'll takealook at it.
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SPRAGUE:

CAIN:

SPRAGUE:

CAIN:

SPRAGUE:

| was aso curious. Y ou have grouped African Caucasians with African
Americans, correct?

We took...the Black plusis anybody who designates that they’re African
American and a second mention. So, that might include some people who were
both Caucasian and Black; smdl numbers, yes.

The divison in City Heights between Africans and African Americansis about
equa?

| don’'t know. Wedidn't look at that.

Back to the comment I’ ve heard severd timesand I’ d like to go over it one
more time. Regarding the racid makeup of the City Haights Town Council. The
racial make up is 30% White, 12% mixed race, 18% African, 18% African
American, 12% Hispanic and 6% Asan Pecific Idander. And while each of
those numbers may not on ayearly basis be exactly accurate to the proportions
of the population, | don't think a7 to 30 split is bad, the individua who did
gpeak to you is on the Town Council has not been removed from the Town
Council. I've heard more stereotypes from the Commission than | care to even
think about. Stereotypes that everybody that livesin Kensngton is White,
everybody who livesin Hillcrest is gay, everybody who livesin City Heightsis of
color. I've heard stereotype after stereotype after stereotype. | don’t know
why are you coming up with these. Kendington, Tamadge is 52% white and
48% of color. Soif you move part of Digtrict 7 for part of Digtrict 3 for that
tradeoff you' re not going to get anything close to what you think you' re getting.
That smply is't there. 'Y ou have suggested and suggested changes and no
matter what the consultant has said or will say, you' re going to subdivide the
guestion again to try to get answer you want. Please Stop trying to creste
something that doesn't exit. It has never exised and why in God's name you
don’'t think there can be a codition between gays and leshians and the rest of the
city and the rest of the people of color in this community, | do not understand.
Thank you.

Speaker #19 Maxine Sherard: Good evening. Asyou know, I’ ve become
the poster child for reuniting City Heights. And | did so not lightly. 1n 1980 City
Heights seemed to have been united together. In 1990, it was separated into
three digtricts. And | believe at that time the voting strength of people who arein
protected groups was diluted. And will be diluted if not reunited in this particular
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redigricting. The question | had Mr. Ulloa asked for me, and | thank you very
much. | think | understand what's going on. That in terms of priority, City
Heights would be better in 4, in that order 3, and of course the least desirableis
toleaveitin7. Least desrableistoleaveitin 7. And | have spoken to thisat
severd hearings that have taken place around the city. My second question is
this. To what extent should the Commission rey on testimony when it has been
dominated by members from the community planning boards and specid interest
groups who have sought to keep City Heights separated rather than unite it?
And thirdly, to leave City Heightsin 7 asit is presently constructed in 7 would
that be aviolaion of Vating Rights Act. | thank you very much for your
attention.

END OF SPEAKERS ON THISITEM

CAMARILLO:

CAIN:

JOHNSON:

CAIN:

ULLOA:

Just abrief question. The influence census tracts around both the margins of 3, 4
and 8 which al are neighboring each other, did you look at that; those
neighboring census tracts or precinctsis what you did in terms of voting patterns.

These would be precincts that are boarding Didtricts 3, 4 and 8. Alright. We
didn’'t separate them out. And indeed they had different patterns from the rest of
the City. That's statisticaly possbleto do. We didn't do that. But that could
be done. You could see if some subset of the precinctsis different from the
average. What we give you isthe average across the city.

Inmy mind, | guessthefind thought isin looking a Didrict 3 here and intrying
to put everything into a proper perspective, it seems to me that what | hear you
say isthere appears to be some violation, some denia or some problem there
which this Commission is definitely going to have to take alook a and make a
final decison. Isthat correct?

Wel, | think | would say this, that what | said isthet factudly there are some
facts that could be used by plaintiffs. There's an ambiguity asto what this would
mean when you put it together with the legal ambiguity. But there are some facts
that indicate polarization. There are some facts that indicate cohesion. So, you
can't dismiss out of hand the possibility that these communities are subjected to
some of the problems the VVoting Rights Act is supposed to address. Right.

My concern continues to be with census tract 2707 and 2709. In terms of
digtrict 7, at least my numbersthat | have here, show that district 7 is 60%
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MAGANA:

White. Censustract 2709 is 88% people of color. Censustract 2707 is 94%
people of color. And then you had mentioned earlier that district 7 and a couple
of the other digtricts vote the opposite of 4, 8 and 3. So, again I'm looking to
do what | think isright to try to enable these individuas to have their voice
heard. And if individuas want to put words in my mouth or other
Commissioners mouths they can do that, but | don't think that’ s fruitful or
productive for anyone. What isimportant isif those who come up can give us
information specificaly that would help those of us who have a strong sense that
the neighborhoods in City Heights who arein Didtrict 7 if there'samethod to
include those in Didtrict 3 without causing any substantia harm to any other
group. That isthetype of testimony that | would like to hear at thispoint. Itis
correct in terms of the andysis that Bruce had made there' s no clear evidence
that supports that there s aVVoting Rights violation such that we would say
absolutely we have to work on that. But there is evidence. And sgnificant
evidence according to Bruce that we should be concerned. And that’ s the
concern that | continue to articulate when folks continue to say that we're
ignoring their input. 1’'m not ignoring it. I’'m taking it into account. But I’'m dso
going to take into account the numbers that show the disparity. Why continue to
put a census tract that’ s 80% another one at 94% people of color in adistrict
where their votes are not being heard. So, | think that' s the place where | need
to sart in terms of trying to resolve this problem and trying to make sure that
everyone svoice isrecognized. So, as one member | would be willing to work
with having City Heightsin 2 didricts. But | would not be in favor of trying to
continuein 3 didricts. Every other community has asked us to reunite them.
The only community that’s asked us to continue to keep them divided isthe
community where you divide people of color into another digtrict. | don't think
that'sfair. I’'m not accusing those that have spoken here of being unfair or
anything ese. | don't want to get persond because | don't think that's
necessary. |I'm saying we have a difference of opinion and my opinion says that
It's necessary to recognize that these folks need to be included in the politica
process. And | don't think that’s occurring at this point. Thank you.

In regardsto what Leland said earlier. We do have individuas prepared to
spesk today rather than making them wait until next week, because | fed that |
need to hear that testimony before | can make any decisions further.

END OF ITEM #5 to hear speakers on item #6.
(Decison made to hear the speakers on Item #6 who are present.)
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REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: D572)

Item #6 and #7 will be continued until the next scheduled meeting. Testimony of speskers
present who wish to speak on Item 6 will be conducted tonight.

Item 5 decison will be made a the next meeting in order to hear testimony on Item #6 and dlow
Commissionersto digest comments on Item 5.

TAPEE

TIME CERTAIN 6:30

Item 6. Receipt of Redistricting M aps Submitted for Consideration by Commission
Members of the public will present and explain the redistricting plans they
have prepared and submitted for the Commission’s consideration. Possible
action and direction to saff relating to one or more of the plans.

Speaker #20 Levin Sy: My nameisLevin Sy. | resde a 7390 Dancy

Road. And I’m here today with a codition of community activigts, business
owners and young professionas and seniors who have come together under a
codition entitled “ Adan Pacific Americans For Fair Redidricting”. When you
began this process one of the firgt things that you dl knew that this City’s
tremendous population growth occurred in two aress. In the firgt district and
dsointhefifth digrict. The Codition For Adan Pacific Americans For Fair
Redigtricting respectfully submits a proposed redigtricting plan to establish afair
opportunity for Adan Pacific Americans to participate equaly in the politica
process. This plan respects Adan Pacific American communities and their
communities of interest that exist in the City by not dividing or otherwise diluting
our votes. This plan unites cohesive communities of Rancho Penasquitos and
MiraMesainto one brand new City Council digtrict and ensures fairness of
equity for al San Diegans by reflecting more accurately the communities of
interest in the northern portions of the city which did experience the most
population growth. The proposed City Council Didtrict 2 which we are
presenting to you today came about in two ways. The first beginning May 4™,
July 9" and duly 17" at community and public testimonies throughout the city.

We came before you to identify where our communitieslie. The current City
Council digtricts continue to divide the Rancho Penasquitos and MiraMesa
communities which form the bulk of alarge Asan American Village in the north
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part of the city. Both your proposed and aternative digtricts continue this
divison. Andwefed that we came here today to turn in an assgnment that
Chairman Pesqueira asked meto do. And he said, | want to see you combine
Rancho Penasguitos and Mira Mesa without impacting the rest of the
community.

The guiddinesthat | used to draw these boundaries are those that are before the
City Charter. Provide far and effective representation for al resdents. You've
heard, ad nauseam, discussions about communities south of the 52, about City
Heights, about the LGBT community. But let me spesk to you about a
community that has not been heard. And that isthe Asan Pacific American
community or aso northern San Diegans. We fed that this redidtricting plan
protects the voting rights of African Americans, Asan Pacific Americans and
Latinos and fulfillsthe LGBT communities desires to remain in one digtrict.
Thirdly, we created more compact digtricts and followed natural boundaries.
The western boundary of the proposed Didtrict 2 isthe I-5, 1-805 freeways, the
southern boundaries, Miramar Road, the northern boundaries are the city’s
boundaries and to the right isthe I-15 freeway. If you look you now have more
compact disgtricts. The new Didtricts 2, 7, 3 and 4 are more compact. And |
found it encouraging to hear this morning that residents from Point Loma wanted
to be together with people in Mission Bay because they too share the community
of interest, that of the water shed, that of the coast.

We ve developed this plan to focus on developing a community of interest
argument for an Asan Pacific American didtrict which will only total 34% of
Asan Pacific Americans. Non-Hispanic Whites ill form amgority of this
digtrict. Wefdt it wasimportant to do because as many of the people have
noted, the study by the public policy indtitute of Cdlifornia cregting districts for
minoritiesincreases their participation. And | want to thank you again for letting
us speak today. Because | think that is why people participate.

The most important criteriaas | Sated is maintaining communities of interest.
And | think there's been alot of discussion about that. And what | wanted to
do isto quote Lisa Handley, one of the collegues that Bruce has and I'm sure
she was probably someone who bid on this consultant job. “A community of
interest israrely codified by the statute but is generdly thought of as a group of
individuals united by shared interests or values. These shared vaues may be the
result of a common history or culture, common ethnic background or a variety of
other tiesthat creste acommunity of voters with distinct interests. Well
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Commissioners we have done that with this plan. We preserved the common
interests and characteristics of the communities of Mira Mesa and Rancho
Penasquitos and aso of the Carme Valey areas. And we dso reflected the
patterns of community interactions in a sense of shared community that your
proposed and dternative plans do not take into account.

Firdt, a shared sense of common history and culture. 1t is no wonder thet the
largest concentrations of Asan Americans are in this northern part of the City.
Mira Mesa represents 40% of the Adan Pacific American population of that city
and in Rancho Penasquitos they represent 26%. And the mgority of those
communities have a shared history. A history bounded by the military. Filipino
Americans and Vietnamese Americans have come to this country by the military
in two different ways. Filipino Americans fought vaiantly for this country. They
were recruited by the military and they joined. Many of the Filipino Americans
in this region are in some way connected to the military today. They're military
personnd. They’re children and decendents of the military. They’re family
members of military personnd. Vietnamese Americans, their sory is different.
They came to San Diego because San Diego wasamagor U.S. settling point for
refugees. Asaresult of our U.S. involvement in southeast Asiathey have come
to San Diego asrefugees. But others of their families have come asimmigrants
to join ther families. MiraMesa has alarge military ingdlation to the south that
amgority of the mgor Filipino resdentid commercia concentrations are resided
inthiscity.

One of the things that people don't redize is that when the Filipinos first came
here in the military suburbs that were in MiraMesa, over time from the 80's and
90's they moved into Rancho Penasquitos. They moved into Carmel Valley.
Vietnamese Americans moved from LindaVigta. They moved to MiraMesa.
Then they’re moving to Carmd Vdley. Thereisapattern of immigration that
happens. Y et the inter-relatedness of these communities continue today. Asan
Pecific Americans in Rancho Penasquitos and the Carmel Vdley continue their
tiesto MiraMesa. They shop, they worship and they vist the community.
Because these communities have mgor Asan American commercia quarters
that they vist. Another characterigtic that | thought was very important was
shared socio-economic status. The zip codes of 92126 which isin MiraMesa,
92129 which isin Ranch Penasquitos, 92130 aso Rancho Penasquitos.
According to ACORN which is a classfication of resdentia neighborhoods.

It sacommercia data base company. They've termed 92126 as athriving
immigrant community. And the 92129 and 92130 is prosperous baby-boomers.



City Of San Diego Year 2000 Redistricting Page 51

July 25, 2001 -

Council Chambers- 4:00 p.m.

Y et one of the things that they have in common based on the 1990 median
household incomeis that they have Smilar income satus. And dso findly they
aso have shared housing types. They're dl angle-family home owners. This
district bounded by the I-805 and 1-15 freeway aso shares paliticd interests.
Any of you that have tried to cal me anytime | was a home can hear the
helicopters hover over my house. It is because from Miramar Air Station when
the marines came over, helicopters hovered over the I-15 and the I-805
corridors. These helicopters go over these communities. Theseform a
community of interest. They formed a codition because they felt that the noise
that impacted their communities was unacceptable.

Findly this map reflects the true patterns of community interaction and atrue
sense of shared communities between Rancho Penasguitos and MiraMesa. As
you know, Sorrento Valey and MiraMesa are mgor job corridors for the city.
And the resdentid traffic that goes through MiraMesa and Rancho Penasquitos
isone of the problems that has united these communities. This community has
the 56 freeway going right through it. If there s a solution to be had for the
resdentid traffic, it isto have the one freaway going right through it. They aso
have a shared resource. The Los Penasquitos Canyon Reserve goes right
through it. Both MiraMesa and Rancho Penasguitos and Carmel Valey
residents use the same resources. Thisisashared resource.

Findly, othersthat will follow me will spesk about the economic tieswe havein
this community. Many business owners of MiraMesaresde in Rancho
Penasguitos. The civic and communications networks of ASan Americans are
concentrated in Rancho Penasguitos and MiraMesa. Before you can have
politica participation you must have interested individuas that group themselves
adong gmilar interests. And we havethat in thisdigtrict. Vietnamese Americans,
Filipino Americans based on professiond groupings. There' s family associations
for their professond affiliations with schools from the Philipines. Thesefolks are
based in Rancho Penasquitos and Mira Mesa and they gravitate to thisarea
because resdents live there,

In conclusion, Asian Pacific Americans For Fair Redigtricting Plan addresses
their concerns to preserve a shared interest of al our communities not just Asan
Peacific Americans. Because if you look at the other parts of the areawe ve
donethat. We ve respected police beats, planning areas, freeways, natural
boundaries. Thisisacomprehensve community of interest redistricting plan
that' s been created for you with flexibility. | appreciate the fact that
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CAMARILLO:

SY:

CAMARILLO:

Commissioner Magana did not want to discuss City Heights because this plan
accommodates City Heights according to what you would liketo do. Right
now, City Heightsin Didrict 3is split. Webster goesto 4 and dso the
Kensington Talmadge area to this day and the LGBT community goesto district
7. Well, those are issues of your concern. What | was asked to do on July 9"
was to provide aplan. Combine MiraMesa and Rancho Pesanquitos without
impacting any of the other cities. And | present before you the plan that
mantains your Didrict 8, that maintains your didrict 4, that maintains your
digrict 3. And | have brought number 5 closer to zero. | think this plan meets
al the criteriatha you' ve established in the City Charter. And it's accomplished
everything that you've asked usto do. And now we have speskers that are
going to spesk on al these points. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, red briefly. | can't tel because the Sze of the map. Were any
census tracts Salit, if they were, were as they split dong census blocks? Just for
datafacility.

Y ou know, one of the things that we heard loud and clear in this digtrict, for
example was that Misson Bay, because it was a shared watershed, they wanted
that area split. So, that was one area that we split. For the most part, al of the
censustracts were kept inline. The only areas where | cleaned it up was herein
thisarea. TheLindaVista, Misson Valey area. | had to split censustracts
because the census tracts went long going thisway. And | think, you know for
public perception you would want to have aclean tract. And that’s what we
tried to do. This respects communities of interest based on planning areas, on
police beats. These communitiesright here, thisis Ocean Beach. Thisis
Univergty City. | did not bregk up any other planning areas. And eveninthis
digtrict right here, the Mission Hills area, Golden Hills we tried to keep that
together. We know that our community has a higher standard than most of the
people that come here before you. And that’swhat we tried to do. Wetried to
keep the census tracts and the block group splits very minimally. And what we
did was not just crested a Didtrict 2 that had a rationale and basis that was
convenient for us, but that rationale and basis was legd and it was applied
throughout the City of San Diego.

And lagtly, Mr. Chairman it looks like we have it in the computer so we can do
the demographics.
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PESQUEIRA: We should be able to do the demographics. | don't know if Staais prepared to do the
demographics.

SY:

JOHNSON:

SY:

JOHNSON:

SY:

MAGANA:

ULLOA:

SY:

The demographics are right behind you. And you can look. The new didrict 2
that we ve created is 34% Adgan Pacific Idander.

| just have aquick question, Mr. Chairman. Looking at your map it seemsto
methat Clairmont is plit. Am...

No, gr. Oneof thethingsthat | did was| read dl of the Commisson’s public
hearings and testimonies. And one of the things that was loud and clear was that
Clairmont, north, west, and east wanted to be combined. And we did that.
Currently Linda Vigaisin the Didtrict 5 and what | did waskeep it in Didtrict 5
by keeping it united. Y ou now have LindaVigaand Kearny Mesatogether in
onedigrict. Andif I could spesk alittle bit. You know LindaVisahasalarge
Vietnamese American Population and aso Latino population. We combined
that with the commercia corridorsin Kearney Mesa

| was just looking at the Clarimont area. It just seemsto me that that line comes
in there and takes out some of Clairmont between digtrict 5 and 6, the way you
haveit here.

No. That'sLindaVista
| only wanted to hear the rest of the testimony before we start asking questions.

| was just going to ask if we can get awritten summary of al the moves that
were made in the other digtricts so that we don't have to take up the time at this
particular point. Because | think you did the onesfor Didrict 2. But if you
could dso give us awritten summary of dl the other movesin terms of the
changes to those digtricts so we can gppreciate what was moved where in
written format.

Just for the commissioners to have now before you 8, 3, and 4 for the most part
went dong with what you proposed in the preliminary map. And I’ll go ahead
and submit those to you as soon as | can.

PESQUEIRA: And Levin. Just let me ask you aquestion. Because looking at the map. Did you move
across Misson Valey to form the northern boundary of Didtrict 3?



City Of San Diego Year 2000 Redigtricting Page 54

July 25, 2001 -

Council Chambers- 4:00 p.m.

SY:

Y ou know, let me speak to some of these other didtricts because | think
Commissioners have aninterest in that. Didrict 5 on the western edge is
bounded by the I-15 freeway. It continues to the west on 52 freeway and then
goes down to the 163. Freeways and communitiesjust as an aside are very
controversd. For low-income minority communities, freeways have divided us.
For newer, upper-income and new devel opments, developments have been
congtructed along the freeways. And | have respected that. In the north part of
the City where | knew developments were brand-new and they were going to
spring up dong the freeways, we followed freeway lines. In communities such a
City Haghts, where freeways were run right through the community, | did not
follow that because | knew there was a cohesive community there in spite of the
freeway. To get back to the 5 you follow down to 163 excuse me, the 805
freeway and then it picks up the planning area of Linda Vistaand to the south
itsMisson Vdley.

PESQUEIRA: S0, the boundary isMisson Vdley?

SY:

It' sthe 8 freaway.

PESQUEIRA: Okay. | just wasn't suretrying to look at that. In Digtrict 3 you've, from what | can

SY:

gather, isthat you did leave 3401 in Digtrict 4 aswell as 2705, isthat correct?

| put Webgter, back into 4 or in 4 and then the communities of Norma Heights
arein Didrict 3 according to thisplan. And Kenangton and Tamadge arein
Didtrict 7. But | gppreciate the fact that you are concerned about my map. But
what | want to do isredly focus on Didlrict 2. | think the rest of the plan...l just
wanted to show you that it was possible. Y ou know, I’'m not hereto try to
solve your issuesin City Heights. 'Y ou know my concern iswith creating a new
digtrict that adequately represents northern San Diegans and I’ ve done that.
Without impacting, too severely the rest of the City Council districts.

PESQUEIRA: The only reason I’ m asking the question and maybe others are is that when we consider

SY:

this as amap for the whole city we want to be able in our own minds to justify other
boundaries, not only just the boundary that you' ve cregted in Didtrict 2.

| gppreciate that. So, let me continue with Digtrict 7, the northern boundaries 52
freaway; the western boundary isthe 15 and into the south it does pick up the census
tractsin contention. | think Council Member Madaffer wanted 2703 | believe. If can
get on the computer | can know exactly what the tracts are. (Instructs Staa on map
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program) That is Darnell. Now thisisflexible. | just showed you thisis possible

Speaker #21 Stan Chu: Good evening, Commissioners. My nameis Stan
Chu. And| live at 4615 Y erba Santa Drive, San Diego. I'm amember of the
Mayor’'s APl Advisory Board. I'm aso amember of the Chinese American
Engineers Group in San Diego. We strongly support the Asan influence digtrict
inour city. And we think in this respect will be able to get Asan Americans
involved with more government and aso community. Also to have their voices
heard. If anew Adan influence digtrict isformed | think it could act as a catdyst
to encourage more Asan American involvement and their more participation in
the government and community services. | think it samost achdlenge for Levin
to produce such amap. | think it is possible for usto draw amap with the Asan
influence didrict and a the same time minimize the existing boundary changes.
S0, please do consder the map presented by Levin. Thank you.

Speaker #22 Sdly Lorang: Good evening, Commissioners. Thank you

for dl your work. My nameis Sdly Lorang. | live at 6890 Condon Drivein
Universty City, part of San Diego. And I’'m currently the Executive Director of
the Asan Pacific...Southwest Center for Asan Pecific American Law. I'ma
board member of the Japanese American Citizens League. And I’'m a past
president of Pan Asan Lawyers. Although I'm speaking for mysdlf right now as
aJgpanese American, | just want to say that I'm fully in favor of the map that
Levin has put together for us. | think it'sawonderful map. As a Japanese
American, I'm very much aware of how important it isfor usto act in coditions
and working within the Asian Pacific American Community. It'sa privilege for
meto beinvolved in thiswhole activity. And you know, it’s been very
interesting going through this process and learning so much about how our
government works. And 0, | just appreciate dl your time and effort. Thank
you, very much.

Speaker #23 Fath Bautiga. Hi. I'm Faith Bautigta. Live at 8429

Sedorus Street in Rancho Penasguitos. I'm aso the current President for Asian
Business Association. | just redly gppreciate that you would not be rescheduling
our speaking to next Wednesday. Because | canceled a very important
engagement. Thank you, Marichu Maganaand for supporting us.

We had a press conference today at 1:00 in Rancho Penasguitos for mediawho
where there. And after the conference some people came up to me and redlly,
Filipinos epecidly, thank us for spegking in behdf of our community. You
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SAITO:

CHAN:

know apparently they’ ve been asking this for along, long time to combine
Rancho Penasquitos and MiraMesatogether. Asyou know we shop and you
know, you' ve heard this from me before. | dready spoke. But we share
common things together. And it just redlly makes business sense. So, please
consider combining Rancho Penasguitos and MiraMesa. You'll make usalat,
alot happier. Thank you.

Speaker #24 Allen Chan: Good evening, Commissoners. My nameis

Allen Chan a 9871 Carmel Mountain Road in Rancho Penasquitos. And I've
been practicing in Rancho Penasquitos for the last 13 years. And | just want to
support what the previous speakers said about Rancho Penasquitos and Mira
Mesa as one village and the ties between the two areas as one integra village.
My patients and my relatives and friends are dl in these areas. And | think they
al support our cause. And within the last 2 days we have collected the petitions
here who share our view and our opinion about forming thisdistrict. And |
would like to present that to you. And you guys have done agreet job in putting
together the plans that you have done so far. And respect and listen to the
people of different digtricts. Especidly the African Americans and Latinos and
aso the gay and lesbian community. And | gppreciate that you would do the
same thing for the Asan Americans whose population hasincreased and is
growing in San Diego. And we Il be putting alot of postive interest in the future
development of San Diego. Thank you.

Mr. Chan, what is the petition about? What doesit say?

The petition is to support the iformation of a Adan Pacific American influence
didrict.

Speaker #25 Greg Alabado: Good evening Chairman Pesqueira,

Honorable Commissioners. My nameis Greg Alabado. I'm aresident of 478
Tram Place, ChulaViga And I’'m amember of of the Mayor’'s Asan Pecific
Idander Advisory Board. But I'm not here in that capacity. |I'm representing
the Council of Filipino American Organizations for San Diego County and it's 73
member organizations. Asan Pecific Americans resding in the communities of
Rancho Penasguitos share a community of interest. Having resided in the county
for more than 37 years I’ ve seen these communities grow as an outgrowth, a
shortage of neighborhood housing in and dong the Nava Air Station during the
Vietnam War and followed by the Cold War. A great number of those who
lived in these communities are Filipino Americans since retired from the Navy,
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have raised their families there and there are even a second generation Filipino
Americansthere dso. There are so many of them there that other Filipinosin the
county would fondly cal MiraMesaas ManillaMesa. And dso Penasquitos as
Pedo Aquitos. Pedo isadang for Flipino indidect. | think the community is
cohesve. Theanswer is“yes’. The Marine Corp dtation is an employment
center and other employment centersin MiraMesa. There ‘sinteraction
between the two communities. Are these communities contiguous? Of course
they are. Each community can access the other without leaving City limits. In
fact they are more contiguous than some neighborhoods across Didtrict 8.
Where Barrio Logan for example connectsto San Ysdro using an imaginary line
through the water of San Diego bay. Of courseit’s been like that for years.
Incorporating Rancho Penasquitos and Mira Mesa communities into one district
would provide an opportunity for Asan Pacific Americansto fairly participate in
the palitical process. Combining these two communities into one Council
Didrictisnot only afar decison, but it is the right decision.

Speaker #26 Lucy R. Gonzdes. Good evening again, Commissoner and

aso the members. My nameisLucy Del Rosario Gonzalesand | reside at 9989
Paseo Montril and which isin Penasguitos. My area code 92129. I'm very
happy to be here this evening because after this listening to your comments and
also to our presentation, I'd like to just mention that | represent at least 34 years
of gathering votes again in areas throughout the City where we have members
that are qudified to vote. Tonight as| wasligening to Levin | redly had tearsin
my eyes because you know at age 70 you kind of figure, isthis ever going to be
atime, or isthere ever going to be atime when we as Asan Americans will be
recognized. | testified 10 years ago and like | said before it wasjust meand a
handful. But tonight listening to Levin and the homework thet dl Asans have
done, | haveto be very, very happy that if you will congder Didtrict 2, you will
not only be uniting dl Asansthat are forming coditions now, but we will be a
great ast to the City of San Diego. | mean we have the tremendous input of
the Black community, the White community, and aso the Higpanic community.
And imagine you're going to be the firgt to alow the Asan community to be part
of San Diego and | hope during my lifetime. Thank you.

Speaker #27 Andrew Shogren: Good evening, Commissoners. My name
Is Andrew Shogren.. | live at 823 San Luis Rey Placein San Diego. | want to
thank the Commissioners for alowing usto speek thisevening. There were
severd time commitments that were canceled and | appreciate the
Commissioners being flexible. | serve dso on the Mayor’s Citizen Advisory
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Board of Agan Pacific Americans. | serve as a Government Chair for the Asian
Business Association. | serve on the executive board for the Southwest Center
for Asan Pacific American Law Association. And | aso serve on the Y outh
Advisory Board for the Union of Pan Asan communities. Adan Pecific
Americans represent over 15% of the City’ stota population. We are the fastest
growing and most diverse ethnic group in San Diego. However, Asan Pecific
Americans are the only ethnic minority group without representation on the City
Council. The map that Levin's put together for you respects communities of
interest in San Diego. Not only ours but dl the communities of interest | think
that have come to speak before you. It respects Council planning digtricts,
neighborhoods and communities that share interests not limited to race.

Commissioner ODell asked to hear from our community. They gave us a stack
of E-malls, astack of Fax’s and a stack that Dr. Chan brought today. | think
you' ve heard from our community. | hope that you take those words and the
action that the Commissioners asked for we' ve responded to what you' ve asked
usto do.

Commissioner Pesqueira you asked Levin to create a map that would join Mira
Mesa and Rancho Penasguitos and he' sdonethat. | urge you to keep our
communities whole as the Asan Pacific Americans for Fair Redidtricting Map
doesjust that. And we are too to respect the boundaries of cohesive minority
communities and not split our communities across multiple council digtricts. |
thank the Commissionersfor their time and dl of their hard work. Thank you.

Speaker #28 Levine Sy: On Monday the Union Tribune did an article on
redigricting. And theré san omission in the article because it didn’t mention
what the Asan Pacific American community was doing. In fact that’swhat's
happened. This community has been silent for too long. And today we wanted
to make our voice heard. Through out T.V. outlets today the radio and the
public comment you' ve received today, the E-mails, the Fax’s and the petitions
that you've received. This community has been loud and clear. We want to be
united in one cohesive community. Respect our communities. Understand our
communities. They can be united.

The proposed redigtricting plan and the dternative redigtricting plan that’ s been
created by this Commission continues a 10-year division of cohesive
communities of interest based on shared economic, socid, politica and ethnic
lines. Y ou have the opportunity to correct that. And we hope you will. Thank
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SAITO:

SY:

you.

Levin, | just have aquick question. 'Y ou talked about the tremendous growth of
the API population in Rancho Penasquitos and MiraMesa. | was wondering if
you looked at the AD-92,000 census and compared he growth of he AP
population in those areas as compared to just the overal growth of that area?

If 1 can refer you to the packet that you received that's called Data Brief. It's
the, our nicelittlelogo. And thetable. Now thisis Satistica data that has just
been released through the census bureau. But unfortunately we re unable to
look at sub-ethnic populations. For example the Filipino American community,
the Japanese American community or even within the Latino community where
the Mexicans are where the Guatemalans are, where the Central Americans are.
What this did was by City it showed the growth in our community. And |
wanted to answer Leland’s question by referring to thisdata. Asan Americans
have alarge mixed race population. So, that isn't reflected here. But what you
see, for example, the Asan Indian community a 6,909 people. Their county
population is now 10,000. It was hdf that in 1990. Why isthat? Because they
have shared community of interest arguments. They are biotech, hitech
engineers and consultants that work in Sorrento Valey and they live in Rancho
Penasquitos. The Filipino American community has historically been the biggest
ethnic sub-group in San Diego. And their continued growth reflectsthat. These
communities are growing in the northern parts of the city. It isno surprise that
Didtrict 1 has a 17% deviation and that Digtrict 5 had the largest. 1t isaso not
surprisng that only Didrict 1 and Didtrict 5 had large enough deviations for being
too big that you had to move people. It’'s because Asan Pacific Americans are
moving there. They’ve lived in Rancho Penasquitos. They’ re moving to the new
housesin Carmel Mountain. They're the ones causing traffic off the 56. They're
buying those new homes. But they’ re dso moving into Mira Mesa because they
know that's where they can get greet Filipino food, they can get Vietnamese
food and that’ s where they can go to Church.

Commissoner Camarillo commends the participants on a great presentation.

ULLOA:

| had a question in terms of the numbers and the reasoning for putting the
number 2 on the top part of the new didtrict. Can you explain the rationd for
moving that number up to that area of the city?
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SY:

MAGANA:

SY:

Commissioners, redidricting is the most politica process that anyone will ever
embark on. Elected officids haveit in ther interest to kegp ajob. Community
groups haveit in their interest to keep their political power. Thisisavery
politica map. We knew that City Council Digtrict 2 was the one that was going
to be open in 2002. But we aso knew that the current number 6 City Council
Member wanted parts of the coast. Why not extend it beyond Mission Bay to
the rest of the coast. And that isapolitica redity. We did not want to encroach
upon any incumbent’s potentid districts. And though that is not one of your
criteriag, the politica redity isthat isthe number one criteria. This map does not,
and | repeat, does not impact any of the incumbents that are going to be running.

| want to thank Levin and his group for coming in today. | dso want to remind
theCcommission...Oh, | had a question aso on why you chose the new digtrict
up there to be number 2. | had two comments. One, firgt of dl is| want to
understand how the Del Mar beet, Digtrict one at the top portion, on the very
top, right there, that areaisavery...actudly if you drive down the freeway down
the 5, what you see on the left-hand side, or the west Sdeis actudly Del Mar.
But the City of San Diego owns alittle piece of that land which has alot of
homes. And | wanted to know iswhy you purposdly left that part. Because if
you leave that community there, they’ll be stranded. The only, the next
community that you're going to find is actudly way over in the La Jolla, UCSD
area. And 0, I’'m concerned about that. But, the other comment was that
when | reviewed my notes from the initid community meetings that we held way
back in May, | read the comments that the community made at the Digtrict 1
meeting. And overwhemingly they said to us that they wanted to keep La Jolla
and Del Mar and the Carmd Valley areatogether because they had the
concerns of the 5 freeway; the traffic going down there. But that they did say to
get rid of Penasquitos. So, in terms of supporting, keeping or putting MiraMesa
and Pensaquitos together, that would be another reasoning why. Because the
concerns of the 5 freeway are quite different from the concerns of the 15
freeway and MiraMesa and Penasquitos.

I"d like to address that point in three fashions. The first being communities of
Interest arguments socio-economicaly, west of the 5 freeway, those houses and
income leves of that community are totdly different from the Carmel Valley,
Rancho Penasquitos and MiraMesaarea. Number two, they are connected to
University City and La Jolla by the 5 freeway. Number three, the issue that was
brought up about 1-15 communities versus I-5 communities was answered for us
in Ranhco Penasquitos, July 174", A gentleman there from the Rancho
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JOHNSON:

SY:

Penasquitos Town Council spoke, spelled it out for us and said, well, this 1-56
Issue, these trangportation issues it’s a big issue and we should have more City
Council members representing that. And that’swhat we did. The|-5 traffic
now has two council members respongble for that. Aswel asthe I-15 traffic.
And that’s what we want. More representation for northern San Diego.

My question is, just very briefly here, looking a the figures it says 40% in
Rancho Penasquitos, is that the totd population? Asians, 40% of the tota
populaion?

Mr. Johnson, if you're referring to the prepared text, the 40% of the total
population would be in theMiraMesa. Out of the 70,000 people that arein
Mira Mesa planning area, 40% of those are Filipinos or Adan Pacific
Americans. And smilarly in Rancho Penasquitos they are dso 26% of that
community.

PESQUEIRA: Thanks Levin and dl the speakers for their presentation.

SY:

ULLOA:

SY:

ULLOA:

PESQUEIRA:

Just asapoint of clarification. 1 know the Commission al wanted some specific
data. And as Bruce was leaving he mentioned that it was voting age population
in each digtrict that you were specificaly looking at. 1 know you requested more
datafromme. And | wasn't sureif it was voting age population by ethnic group
or just voting age population within the digtricts.

No. | wasjust asking for the changes that were made in the other digtricts so
that we can know that the voting age thing. Maybe Mateo asked that question.
I’'m not sure. But, | was just concerned about the boundary changes.

And would you like that with a reference of the 1991, the proposed preiminary
or the proposed aternate map?

| would prefer the preliminary since thet’ s the officia preliminary map. That
would be my thinking.

Again. Yeah. Youwant to go off of that because that became a base map for us. And
keep in mind once again that these maps are giving us tremendous information. They are
adding to the testimony that we' ve been hearing in dl the areas. And | haveto say,
athough Marichu didn’t bring it up again, | think the great weight, nevertheless, has got
to be placed upon those people who do appear before the Commission and give usthe
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TAPEF

testimony. Becausethat’sredly in some casesthe only way. And I'm very
concerned that if we just reach out and say that there s agroup of people some
place that we need to protect. That does concern me. So, I’'m glad that you've
comeout. And dl of those who have come out and have testified to help us,
those are the evidences that we need to build our only support on amap.

Speaker #29 Ted Bunce My nameis Ted Bunce. And I'm at 4063
Albatross Street in Misson Hills. And I’'min Didtrict 2 currently. Asyou dl
know | was a candidate for the Commission when | testified before. | want to
explain to you, my map isalittle different from the other ones. It looks like this.
| did two maps actudly. One of Didrict 3. And then | did another one, but it
didn’'t get printed out. But that was the one that did get printed out, at least in
outline form you can see what I'm trying to do. And it is up here on the screen.

My datigtics are on my Didtrict 3 map. So, that’s the complete City-wide
information. The population breakout is there on the Didtrict 3 map. So, it's
there. Now in generd | find the preliminary map acceptable. However, | fdt |
could suggest sgnificant improvementsin Didrict 3 which would be my didrict
under the preliminary map. When | testified before the Commission on May 23,
2001 | suggested that Mission Hills be added to District 3 and that parts of City
Heights be moved. Therefore, in my suggested Didtrict 3 map | have added
censustracts 1, 2, and 61 to Didtrict 3 allowing I-5 to serve asthe natura
western boundary. And Mission Hills adjoins Hillcrest and has much morein
common with Hillcrest than it does with the beach communities. | dso put Park
West census tracts, 57, 59 and 60 and Cortez Hill back into district 3 where it
was before. In exchange, | placed 3 City Heights census tracts, 23.02, 26.01
and 26.02 in Didtrict 7. This change till leaves alarge part of City Heightsin
Digtrict 3. | dso put census tract 34.01 which is Webster back into Digtrict 4,
thus following the pleas of City Heights resdents to remain in three different
digricts. In order to make up for the loss of Misson Hills, Park West and
Cortez Hill, | have extended Didtrict 2 northward aong the coast to include
more of LaJolla, namely census tracts 81.02, 81.01, 82, 83.03 and 83.11. In
order to address the considerable support of community spokespersons, | have
placed Misson Bay east in Didtrict 6. If the Commisson dill fedsit should bein
Didtrict 2, | could support that becauseit isin fact part of Misson Beach. Inthe
northern part of the City | have placed everything in elther Didrict 1 or 5. This
includes roughly everything north of route 52. | made a conscious attempt to put
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ULLOA:

BUNCE:

asmany Asansas possblein Digrict 5. And asaside, | did work with Levin
Sy onthis. And my particular didtrict 5 has 26% Asan populaioninit. But |
seethat he' s actualy worked beyond that and expanded it. And | support his
efforts. Please note that my suggested didtricts are compact and contiguousin
an atempt to put communities together with the notable exception of City
Heights where residents have loudly and clearly expressed adesireto remain
divided among three different didtricts. All of my suggested changes fal within
the deviation. And you can see those deviation figures a the bottom of the
Didtrict 3 map.

Asan asde, | would strongly urge the Commission to urge the creetion of a
least two more Council didtricts by 2010 and/or the indtitution of proportiona
representation in order to allow the opportunity of unrepresented, e.g., Asans
and under-represented, e.g., Higpanic minorities to have afair representation on
the San Diego City Council. That’s my statement.

| just had aquedtion interms of La Jolla. In moving La Jolla, did you split La
Jollain 2 digricts or isit al in one digrict?

Well, the preliminary map dready has moved into La Jolla, has aready moved
some censustractsinto LaJolla. And | just added upon it that little curve in the
upper corner there. The preliminary map aready had census tracts...they
moved...Digtrict 2 needed more people. And you've dready moved up therea
little bit. 1 just extended it alittle further. It's another beach community. It's
contiguous to the adjoining community of Mission Beech.

PESQUEIRA: Ardath Road appears to be his northern boundary. And that goes down and then down
to where La Jolla Village comesin, | think it is.

ULLOA:

BUNCE:

CAMARILLO:

BUNCE:

| have aquestion in terms of planning areas. Were you able to keep planning
aress for the most part in one didtrict?

That wastheintention. Yes. We looked for planning areas and census tracts.

And it looks like you took Didrict 8 dl the way to Balboa Park. And so it
incorporates Golden Hills and that whole sector by A Street?

I’'m not exactly sure what the censustracts are. That'sthe...that area but, to the
south eastern corner | believe is the area that was dready there, that you put in
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there. That wasdready in Didrict 3. All | did was take out three eastern tracts
in City Heights didtricts that arein arow together. Eastern boundary there,
south eastern boundary of the digtrict.

PESQUEIRA: Looking again at the same place, between Didtrict 2 and Didtrict 8, the line that goes up
there, that separates the 2 colors, what is that boundary, do you know. The northern
boundary that moves up to the bottom of Balboa Park.

BUNCE: Wéll, | think that...I’m not sure what that is. But Balboa Park isright...Cortez
Hill isinthere. And I’'m not sure exactly what that is.

PESQUEIRA: Isthat A Street that runs across there then.
BUNCE: | can't say for that. I’'m not sure exactly.
PESQUEIRA: I’m not sure what that street is. It appears though, it could be 8" or something like that.

OPERATIONS DIRECTOR HESHIMU:
It looks like 23, It'sred little on this Thomas Guide. My eyes are not as good
as Joey’shut, it looks like 239 Street.

PESQUEIRA: It'sright in the middle of Balboa Park, southern area. So it plitsright there. So, just 0
we can get that idea. It looks like it extended 8 up to the north. It could be 24™. I'm
not sure if you were looking at the...

BUNCE: | don’'t have my large map of the censustractsonit. So, I'm not sure. But there
were....dl | did...| mentioned the census tracts that | moved into the district. |
put them back bascdly. The onesthat werein there before. (Inaudible) put
anything dsein there.

SAITO: Mr. Bunce, I'm aso somebody who thinks that proportional representation or
cumulative voting are some other sort of voting scheme should be considered for
the City of San Diego. | waswondering if you wouldn’'t mind giving us a brief
definition of what you consider to be proportiond voting?

BUNCE: Right. Proportiond representation is used in many countries. It'sused in this
country. My city of Cincinnati in the 50's had proportiond representation on this
City Council and as aresult we were able to elect a Black representative to City
Council in the 50's who eventudly became the Mayor of Cincinnati. And my
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boss at the Community Services Adminigtration under the Office of Economic
Opportunity in Washington, D.C., Ted Barry. How it works it that minority
parties can give...the losing candidates can give their votes to another candidate.
And in Europe for example, they have proportional representation in their
parliaments. And parties who get 5% or more are represented regardiess of
how many votesthey get. If they have 5% they have at least some
representation in the parliament. And it can be done by party. It can be done
by ethnicity. It can be worked out in the community. But | think it's something
that should be looked at.

(Brief discussion on the Commission’s format for accepting further testimony and geographica
data submitted by the public)

FOSTER:

Well, the only thing | wanted to say is| thought that what you were asking for as
far as clarification from some of the people that submitted maps was that you
wanted more information about where the boundaries were. Because our staff
can use our datato look at the VAP numbers for any of these maps. But we do
need to know specificaly where the boundaries are. So, aslong as we know
where the boundaries are.

Speaker #30 Council Member Jm Madaffer: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
And | gppreciate the opportunity to be heretonight. | must admit | walked in
the door a my house and my wife says, what are you doing here? The Chair
just said that there' s people here and they’ re waiting for me to speak. Even
though we had heard, | thought that you were going to be deferring these things
until next Wednesday. So, | immediately got back in the car and raced back
from Tierresanta back downtown. So, | appreciate the opportunity to, and
certainly for the Commissioners to be here tonight.

| hope dl of you have acopy of a packet that I’ ve prepared for you. It
probably has alot more dataiin it than you need for the purposes of the
discussion tonight. But | wanted to present it to you in the most complete
fashion that | thought would be appropriate for your purposes. | will go through,
bascdly the letter that | have submitted to you and then go through a couple of
individual maps. | might add, and | should have said something to dart earlier.

If you've noticed on the maps that | presented, | have street names on my maps.
And for some reason you guys have not added that layer on to your computer.
It seasy to do. | heard your comments earlier when | was down watching the
mesting in my office. 1’d be happy to do that for you if you need that help. At
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some point it’s.... Okay. | showed Joey how to do it but it apparently didn’t
happen yet. But it's certainly very easy to do. So, you don't have to be
messing around with a Thomas Brother’s map to see where adtreet is. Asyou
canin my maps, what | did is| ingtalled Maptitude on my lgptop computer in my
offices. And as| stated in my letter to you of July 20, | took the data from your
June 29" map that you filed and | copied that into my computer as well.

My recommendations that I’ m here to talk to you on today are based on your
June 29" map. And to makeit very clear I’ ve only really suggested three
changes to your map. Asmy letter indicated, | think that the work that you've
done and the testimony that you' ve heard from members of the public to date at
the many mesetings that you' ve been to has been extremdy thorough. And |
think that the map that you presented on June 29" is probably the best map that
you could do based on the discussions you had to date.

The changes that I'm recommending are essentidly finetuning. Condstent with
aso public testimony that you've heard. If you go to page 2 of my letter, you'll
note that the first two areas that | suggest on making changes to the June 29"
map have to do with adjustments to the boundaries between Districts 4 and 7.
And in the map adopted on June 29" you split censustract 27.03, giving a
portion of thistract, below Streamview Drive to Didtrict 4 including the College
Grove Shopping Center. And | know you' ve heard much about this issue from
many people with testimony strongly supporting keeping the boundaries as they
arenow. And | will go on to maintain that 27.03 should remain whole and
entirdly within the 7" Council District. And | need to state, and if you look...you
jumpinto thisthing. Let mejust ask you to jump past the letter for aminute and
you'll find that | have submitted to you two options.

An Option A to the Madaffer map and an Option B. And they are the

11 X 17 maps that are shown right ingde the front cover. Option A is Didrict 6
with just DeAnza only for population purposes. If you go to the next map,
Option B is Didtrict 6 with eastern Misson Bay added essentidly, Ingraham
Street asthe dividiing line down to the channd. Including the San Diego River to
become part of Didtrict 6. | met and shared my map with anumber of the
Council Members, not saying in that statement that any of them or dl arein
agreement with this, but certainly took their issues and congderaionsinto
congderation. And | did not meet with dl the Council Members. | met with
most of the Council Membersonit. | will direct you past those 11 X 17 maps.
Y ou will see one of the maps included, shows Madaffer Map Options A and B,
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showing revisonsto Didrict 4 and 7. And you will find by looking at that map
that it shows again Didrict, the Webster area being returned to Didtrict 4 and
27.03, below Stremview Drive being made whole again including the College
Grove Shopping Center. If you go to the next page you'll see that that shows
the censustracts. The next page are the census blocks. And then | havein
there included in that the statements that I" ve read on your hearing in the College
Areaon Tuesday, July 17*". And | want to draw your particular attention to the
(SanGIS) map that is shown right here that I'm holding in my hand.

The important thing about this map isthisis smilar to the map that | showed you
the night that | testified before you in the College area. And | would like to read
the caption to the record. And it says, “this aerid view shows the existing
boundaries as adopted in 1990 with tracts 27.03 entirely within Digtrict 7 and
tract 27.06 entirely within District 4. Prior to 1990 both tracts 27.03 and 27.06
were in Council Didtrict 3 as adopted in 1980. And then prior to 1980 tract
27.03, that is the College Grove Shopping Center tract, was in Council district 7
as adopted on February 6, 1973. College Groveis part of 27.03, has been part
of 27.03, and community leaders as you' ve heard from the area have asked it to
remain in Council Didtrict 7. | brought for your inspection tonight, a map thet |
obtained from the Clerk’ s Office. Thisisthe origind map that wasfiled in 1973
that...If you look here you can see very clearly the censustract. Thiss27.03.
Therest of it having been in Didrict 3. Didrict 4 being much lower down. So,
from ahistorical standpoint, I’ m continuing to make the case that, with the
exception of the time that College Grove wasin Didrict 3, and that by theway is
property of the Clerk’s Office so we need to take that back. But | would
imagine you guys could get that. They'veloaned it to me,

| think I’ve seen in other public documents you' ve seen the map of 1980. | saw
that in one of the handouts tonight. | don’t think I’ ve previoudy seen the 1973
map here. So, | thought | would bring it for your perusal. Following the mapsin
my packet you will find aletter from Margo

Lembach, the Presdent of the Oak Park Community Council, which she's here
tonight to speek on it following me. Also, and in this letter stating the insstence
of keeping the boundaries that are in Didrict 7 the way they are. And the
boundaries for Didtrict 4 to stay the way they are; sating the benefit as you've
heard dso in City Heights when both didtricts are in the case of City Heights
where 3 digtricts represent us.

The President of the Darnell Community Council, Ms. Congtance Mitchell, aso
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MAGANA:

submitted a letter which isin your packet. And then you'll see some petitions.
So, that' s pretty much theissuesthat | have proposed on making smal changes
to Digtricts 4 and 7. When these changes were made, the population numbers
stayed congstent demographicaly. They stayed consstent and | believe it
makes sense. And | understand the basis to which you folks originaly made
those changesin thefirgt place. | think the testimony you' ve heard in the past
dictates that they should just be restored they way they are now, the way

they’ ve been hitorically, and not getting into any of the other issues because in
light of the limited amount of time | have.

In the chart that | have in my packet as well, that follows the discussion of
Didricts 4 and 7 you will find this thing here, where it show Madaffer Map
Comparisons of Options A and B. Thisis afeature within the Maptitude
program that | utilized that actualy showed, especidly in the area of Didtrict 6,
what the two options offer. So, | made a copy of that and included that in my
packet aswell, so you could seethat. Thisshows again, as| stated, Option A
including the De Anza Park area only for population purposes, Option B,
Misson Bay. Option B didn't add any population to Didrict 6, Smply
waterfront. | should aso state, Option A, if you wereto look &t it closdly,
includes dl of the shordline going al the way down to theriver. It does cross
over 5 a one point. Well, wait aminute. No. No. I...if you'll look clearly on
the...if | could...well, you don’'t want me to add the street layers. But, when you
look at the street layersit does not, Sir. 1t does not crossover 5. And that’s
why | added the street layers when | did my work on the program so | could
make sure | was not crossing over. And | will, again, highly urge you guysto do
that.

If you move on, you'll see the map Option A showing the streets. And you can
see here on this closeup that | did Option A, digtrict 6 Option A it shows the De
Anza Streets very clearly.

Now, in order to include De Anza Cove into Digtrict 6 you would have to cross
over the freeway 5.

PESQUEIRA: And then that whole... you go down that...

MADAFFER:

| must have misunderstood what you were saying. | thought you meant within
Didrict 2. You'retaking about Didtrict 6. Yesit does. Yes. Infact thispage
here showsit very clearly. | misunderstood you. | thought you were talking
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about Didtrict 2 crossing 5.

That’ s the beauty of having the streets on here because you can actudly see
whereit'sgoing. And then | go on from there with Option A into the technica
data that the program provides, the population summary report as well asthe
error check report showing that things were okay there. And then from there
going into the cross-tabs which, from the data-view st that gives dl of the
information from a demographic stand-point. If you go past that first pack of
green, which are the cross tabs, you'll then go into, | just did this showing some
ethnicity differences. It was quite interesting having seen thischart. | hadn't
seen this displayed before. Obvioudy the program has some very good
capabilities, | was very impressed with it.

Going into Option B, which would be this page here, this then again and |
believe Staa now has that highlighted on the map as you can see on the screen.
That isincluding dl of De Anza, the cut off line, | think | put azoom-in on that. |
may not on thisone. | did on the computer in my office. But, | think thelineis
Grand Avenue isdong there. So, it actudly showsthe streets.

Thelast change, as| said there were 3 changes, the College Grove Didtrict 4
and 7; the options offering to you folks. Leaving it to you to make the decison.
| was going to compromise between Mr. Wear and Ms. Frye and put the
monkey on your back to decide what you want to do. Certainly from a
population standpoint, Ms. Frye has adequate with just De Anza. From her
interestsin the bay, east of Ingraham does not have a materid affect on the
population. The changesto Didrict 2 were dso very minimd by adding De
Anzato Didrict 6 and taking it away from Didtrict 2.

The last thing | wanted to call to your attention, and the third of my
recommended changes again from your June 29" map really are near the back
of my packet. And that’sthe eastern portion of District 6 and the western
portion of Digtrict 7. Thisisthe areawhere, in your June 29" map you used
Clarmont Avenue astheline. And if you'll turn to that page, it's behind that
ethnicity graph on the green sheets. Make sure that you dl havethat. You can
actually see the street names on my proposal here. It's showing what | drew as
aboundary was Rancho Mission Road, from Friars Road down to (Ward
Road). AsJoey Perry indicated to me, it was your policy call to not split census
blocks. So, based on that | had to have that one little piece that kind of sticks
into...I don’'t know, Leland do you see the page number. It followsthis last
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graph.

| wastold by Ms. Perry, the reason for theintrusion, if | could use that term, into
the Navgjo Community Planning areaand into areas that have traditionaly been
Didtrict 7 was because of the community planning boundaries. So, what | did is

| did, and | haven't handed thisto you, which I'd be happy to. Today on my
computer after meeting with Ms. Frye, | highlighted what is defined in the
computer on Maptitude, the Misson Valey Community Planning area. And it
follows dong theriver as you could see here and not to Fairmont Avenue. |
understood you did not want to go over thisway because it kind of made the
didgrict alittle strange looking. But that’ s just the way the census block is drawn.
And therewas't much | could do about that. And since you didn’t want to split
census blocks, you know | just...that’swhy | proposed the map that | did
showing Rancho Mission.

Ms. Frye will probably tel you when she testifies that she would like to keep the
Misson Vdley plan whole. | would gtate that for dl intents and purposes I’d be
happy to amend the Mission Vdley and the Navgo Community plan. The prior
maps, if you were to look at them show higtorically the line used to be Interdate
15. | would propose that you folks consider beyond what | have suggested as
Rancho Misson Road to go forward to Highway 15 and make that your line,
and then we would amend the Community Plans. But | will have these as
handouts for you just so you could see. | redid the map aso following the
community plan asit exigs. This part of the Misson Vdley community planis
Didrict 3. Wejust kept it as Didtrict 3. So, you dready have plit community
plansasitis. I’'m not suggesting though that you make this Didtrict 3, | mean
Didtrict 6, because then it redly looks like amess. It lookslikethis. That's
what it would look like. So, and frankly as | was with Ms. Frye, one of her staff
members today, Lisa Gonzalez and you look & the Misson Vdley community
plan in the book, the actud on-file with the Planning Department, it does not
metch this

So, ingtead of you know redly picking anything too fine-tuned, |1 would be
happy to take what | submitted as Rancho Mission Road. It took care of my
Didtrict 7 population. It took care of Ms. Frye s population. Everything
worked out just fine. It doesimpact alittle bit onto the Misson Vdley
Community Planning areanow into didtrict 7. Frankly | think that we can handle
that adminigratively by amending the plan if necessary. So, that’swhy | would
urge you to go with the map that | have submitted, the second from the back
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ULLOA:

MADAFFER:

ULLOA:

MADAFFER:

page. But | will, just for your perusal, snce | can’'t St at your computer and
draw, and | gppreciate that, | will show you what | did draw for you this
afternoon showing you what it would look likeif it did follow the boundaries that
you have on the computer. And | want to thank you again for the opportunity.
And I’'m happy to answer any questions now or in the future.

Mr. Chair. | guessthe biggest question that | have is with the College Grove
and the Oak Park and that censustract. And | think you probably would be
ableto clear up for me some of these concerns| have. Because we're hearing
one sde from Councilman Stevens and then awhole other group of arguments
from your sde. Can you wak me through the history of College Grove
Shopping Center? You sad it wasin Didrict 7 inthe 70's and then in the 80's it
moved to Didrict 3, and then in the 90's went back to Didtrict 7. The one
question that is of a concern to meisthat inthe 1990'salot of communities were
split because the city just looked a censustracts. So, now we' re being asked
to reunite dl of those communities. But the rationa that | use in terms of looking
a College Groveis| understood that College Grove was in atract that belonged
to Didtrict 7, but then | was seeing that by doing that Oak Park, nine-tenths was
in Digtrict 4, one-tenth or so wasin Didtrict 7. And so | had concerns asto
whether or not that's an issue that you' ve looked at in terms of a community

that’ s continuing to be kept split. And which of the two is more important,
reuniting Oak Park or following acensustract. Because what we' ve done for
he most part isignored census tracts when it came to reuniting communities.

And then the underlying is what were the reasons that caused thet tract that has
College Grove Shopping Center to move from Didtrict 7 from the 70'sinto
Didtrict 3 in the 80's and then back to Didtrict 7 in the 90's? Can you provide
that information?

Widl, let me gtart with your last question first. And I’ll be happy and very
thankful for your question to...No. | can not tel you what the thinking was
between the February 6, 1973 map, the 1980 map, and the 1990 map. | can
tell you that historicaly the College Grove Shopping Center has been in the 71"
City Council Digtrict. That'sjust afact. | mean, I’ ve presented to you the best |
can the evidence that shows that.

Except for the 80's, right. It wasin Didtrict 3.

And | can not tdl you why it wasin Didrict 3 in 1980 other than the fact that
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maybe Ms. Leimbach can tell me, who is the President of the Oak Park
Community Council. She'svery familiar with Ms. McCdl and worked with her
inthose days. And | think will probably add some insight to there. So, lets
leave the higtorical question to Ms. Leimbach as acommunity leader. Let me
address two other issues though that you did raise.

When | did my own investigating to see what might have prompted you folks, |
aso noticed that you followed what were Police Beat boundaries. Streamview
drive being a separating line. And quite frankly the community does not
recognize those boundaries. That isfaulty data. And | don't think should be
used inthis case. The community is sort of the reason that I'm standing here
arguing vociferoudy that College Grove stay whereit is. The community isthe
reason that they want to have that one-tenth, nine-tenths representation in Oak
Park. The community of Darndll has madeit very clear. And | think by the two
documents that I’ ve presented to you on July 17" and I’m again repesting here,
by the presdents of those two community planning...community town councils
are evidence of that.

The...we have heard some revisonary history about College Grove that | won't
get into here because | don't think it's an gppropriate forum to redly talk about
it. Butlet’sjust smply say | very strongly disagreed with Mr. Stevens
testimony of last week on the 17*". | think what you surely should do is follow
your conscience. Look at the history and listen to the community. And listen to
the Council Member who was intimately involved in the development of this
College Grove Shopping Center to the magnet and the economic powerhouse
that itisfor theareanow. And infact my track record isvery strong in thet area
and will continue to be 0.

When you get right down to it, | listened to the people who dected me both in
my digtrict and | listened to the people who are in the surrounding digtricts. It's
for the same reason why | support Ms. Atkins, and frankly Mr. Stevensin
keeping Didtrict 3 just theway it isnow. Three Council Members asyou've
heard from Mr. Stump, Mr. Varnadore, and the others who have spoken, gives
that community power that they would not have if it was say, just MiraMesa
where they only have one Council Member or Point Lomawhere they only have
one Council Member. Power isin numbers. And around this place you count
to 5 to get something done. And they’ve dready counted to 3. And when you
talk about economic redevelopment, when you talk about the plansthat I ve had
and I’ d be happy to share with you al right now. Cross Roads Redevel opment
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ULLOA:

MADAFFER:

areathat we re talking about which will take in from Martin Luther King
Highway on College Avenue al the way up to Montezuma. We're going to take
Montezuma dl the way up to El Cgon Boulevard. We retaking El Cgon
Boulevard from 54™ Street to where the current redevel opment areas from Mid
City, stops at City Heights. All theway east to 73, We re taking University
Avenue al the way east to 73 and we're creating this cross roads...and we' re
taking 54. And this redevelopment area that’ s being created, that I’ ve been
working on will continue on in the track record that I’ ve started with College
Grove to actualy bring economic prosperity and restore an areathat was once
grand in our history of the city and bring it back to where it could be. We re not
getting into single-family neighborhoods. We're talking corridors. And corridor
redevelopment is something that works. And the College Grove and the
mediansthat I’'m ingaling between Highway 94 and Montezuma, right down the
center. Those cigarette butt, magnet, asphalt laden medians that have been there
for 50 years they will be scraped out and replaced with slamped concrete and
trees. I’ve dready got the money. It's underway now. Congtruction begins
September of this year on College Avenue a Highway 94 at the Lemon Grove
boundary going north. These are things that I’m doing consstent with College
Grove. Median in front of College Grove Shopping Center on College Grove
Drive. The samething. Between College Grove way, look on the map, the
current boundary, Digtrict 4 and 7 dl the way east to College Avenue. Stamped
concrete and trees. Thisiswhat | do. Because thisiswhat my community
wants. S0, they too can have what La Jolla has, what Scripps Ranch has and
everywhere ese,

That's...I listen to them. And that'swhat I’'m doing. | want to keep doing it.
Keeping College Grove isapiece of that. It isapiece of that.

At one of the public hearings, one of the members of the Oak Park, | guess
Town Council or group, said that they were not able or willing to take a position
oneway or the other. And | wanted to ask that, | would assume the next
spesker might be able to addressthat. They said they didn’t fed comfortable
getting into the fray of politica discussion, which is understandable. But maybe
you or the other individua can respond to that issue. And the other concern that
| had is, we drew an areathat conssts of the Shopping Mdl as well asthe open
space that’ sin Didtrict 4, isthat correct?

That is correct?
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ULLOA:

MADAFFER:

And one of the comments, if | recdl correctly, Councilman Stevens was saying
that, none of the redevel opment increment tax was being spent on the other half
of the redevelopment area. And | was under the impression that generdly the
tax increments should be spent first in the redevelopment area and then make
findings to spend it outside of the redevelopment area. Can you explain that
concern that Councilman Stevens had.

I’d be happy to. You folks had a presentation from | believe, Todd Hooks of
the Economic Development Division in the City of San Diego. When we
attracted WaMart and Sam'’s Club to come to College Grove it didn’t come
without aprice. And the price was along-term contract where they get
increment paid back over the next 10 years out of that center to pay them back
for the investment that they made to come in to College Grove in thefirdt place.
S0, a least for the next 10 years, there isn't going to be redly an increment to go
off-gite to anywhere else but within the College Grove proper. Now, to suggest
that | would not be interested in helping out the other aress, | think would fly in
the face of people that have testified before you such as Jodaine Harris, Danielle
Laymen, Margo Leimbach and many others who know of my dedication, for
example, to those sport’ sfields and four trips to Sacramento last year, and
working with them, the Chair of the Assembly Budget Committee, Denise
DeChaney to actudly get 1.89 Million dollars out of the state budget funding.
That recreationd area. Y ou know, that’s a heck of alot more money than we
would have ever seen out of increment. And my big concern right now is how
the City has squandered that away. But Mr. Stevens has madeit very clear to
me that he intends to take care of that playground area. Andso | saidfine. It's
hisdigrict.

| have alittle bit different gpproach. | would have had the City Manager by the
ear in my office and said, judtify every darn penny you're spending on this
project. But to thisdate, based on comments | get from the community, that
hasn’t hgppened. But to answer your question, the other question isthe political
Issuesrelating to Oak Park. You hit the nail onthe head. They don't want to
anger Mr. Stevens and they don’'t want to anger me. So, they’rejust trying to
be alittle bit down the middle. | don't blame them. Y ou know, | think thet Il
leave that to you to draw your own conclusions. Y ou've heard the testimony. |
don’'t know what the testimony was when you were in Digtrict 4. | didn’t attend.
| didn’t find that to be gppropriate. When you werein Didrict 7, I'd say it was
about 90% going in the direction of keeping things just the way they are.
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ULLOA: So, currently there is no sgnificant tax increment coming from the shopping mall
until those ten-years of monies that will recover for the devel opments themsalves
isexpired?

MADAFFER: Let me emphasize something ese that | need to tell you. Incrementsthat we' ve

had in the past have not stayed on site. | loaned. And this goes back to the day
when [...I guess| will just say this. This goes back to the days of Juan Vargas,
and Mr. Stevens and mysdlf then as Ms. McCarty’s Chief of Staff. And there
was an agreement made. We would actudly loan money off-ste from this
redevelopment area while we were waiting for College Groveto get ralling. I've
helped out Barrio with College Grove money. 1I've helped out SEDC with
College Grove money. | think that should answer your question very clearly.

PESQUEIRA: You know, | think the question has been answered very dearly. | think it'stime to move
out of thisarea.

ULLOA: The reason I'm asking these questions is because Councilman Stevens had these
questions and then Councilmember Madaffer has these others. And they
didn't...we weren't getting any red resolution to that. And as a Commissioner |
need someresolution. And S0, these questions may be alittle difficult or alittle
controversid, but | think it needsto belaid out. So asaCommissoner | get as
many facts as opposed to opinion asto what’sgoing on. | think that’swhat's

happening here today.
TAPEG

MADAFFER: | was just given anote. | aso loaned money to the Days Inn downtown family
shelter aswell, from College Grove. Now let me just make one last comment.
Because | do appreciate your asking these questions because, the issueisred
clear. And | have Ms. Fogster your attorney, answered my question a couple of
times ago when | was here. Forgive me for interpreting your charge. But, as
I’ve read it, based on the charge that you were given, based on the vote of the
people that created this Commission. College Grove has no peoplein it.
Nobody livesin College Grove. The censustract iswhally within Didtrict 7 as it
istoday. | don’'t see asde...and you' ve heard an overwheming amount of
public testimony in my opinion, to leave College Grove just theway itis. Mr.
Stevens arguments are basdless, it'sthat smple. 1t's nothing but an emotiona
reaction for something that he sees was done very well, and he wantsit. And |
don’'t blame him for wanting it. But the redlity iswhat you see here are facts,
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What you see here are the census tracts. And what | have showed you is
hisory. And | think on that basis done, based on your charge of population,
keep it whereitis. And | gppreciate your very strong consideration. | just don't
see how you can judtify changing it. | do gppreciate your time. Thank you, very
much.

Speaker #31 Margo Leimbach: First excuse me for not being here a the
other meetings. I’ve beenill in bed for along time. And so I’m here tonight to
go ahead and tak on my behdf for the areathat I’ ve lived in for 43 years.
Chairman, and members of the City of San Diego Redidtricting Commission, my
nameis Margo Leimbach. | reside a the community of Oak Park at 5071
Kamia Street, 92105. For the past 30 yearsthat | can remember and probably
longer than that, when it came time to redigtricting the boundaries of the Oak
Park area, we' ve gone ahead and played apart as far as going ahead and
redigtricting us, gerrymandering us, whatever you want to cdl it. At onetimeit
wasin the 7" Digtrict and it wasin the 7" and 3" digtrict. Then it wasin the 3
digrict. And a the time that it wasin the 3 district, Susan Golding was our
City Councilwoman. Susan Golding at that time went ahead and |€ft to go to
Sacramento because Pete Wilson went ahead and was appointing her to a
position up there. At that time that position as far as for the 3 district was
open. Therewas 24 of us, 24 of usincluding mysdf that ran for it. Not that |
wanted to. But we had so many carpet-baggersif you know what those are,
coming into our areathat didn’t have the invested interest asfar asin our
community, but going ahead and looking a something going up in the ladder

So, | went ahead and threw my hat in the ring, even though | had children. Even
though | went ahead, and it redly was not what | would have wanted to do. But
| said, okay, if | gofor it, | go for it. It narrowed down to three people. The
three people at that time were mysdlf, Gloria McColl and another lady, and |
can't remember her name. It ended up, they had 24 or 25 different votes that
the Council went ahead and did in order to go ahead and gppoint the person for
the remainder of the time for the 39 digtrict. At that time the people that went
ahead and wanted me to go ahead and be in stayed with me. | went ahead and
asked them to please go ahead and give their votes over to Gloria McCal
because | felt that she would be an asset to our community. So, that’s when we
werein the 3" Didtrict and that was back when before Susan Golding went
ahead and was the Mayor of San Diego and so on. So, that’s where we' ve
gone ahead and been.
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After it went to the 4" and the 7. Now you are promising, supposing to put us
dl inthe 4™ and put our neighbors to the southwest of usin the 7. Every time
you redigtrict we get changed. And people have to establish new working
relations with the City Hal. Why do we have to be tampered with dl the time?
We wish to remain theway we are. Let someone ese have aturn in redigtricting
playground. We enjoy the fruits of having two City Council Persons
representing us just as Mid City enjoys having three representatives. Let’s play
far here. Thisareais if not the most ethnicaly baanced community it is
certainly in thetop two. I’'m proud to have gone ahead and been living in my
community raisng five children without aydlow bus coming in. We were
balanced asfar asin Oak Park Elementary School ethnicaly. Our Boy Scouts
where the kids were playing. Right now in my community | have al racesand
I’m proud of it. From that my children have gone ahead and have brought it on
to their children and we have no problem. We see no color. And that’s the way
we ve gone ahead and done it for along timein Oak Park.

Wedid thisnaturdly. Itisagood placeto live. Everything that happensto us
out of the ordinary tends to upset the balance that we work hard to maintain.
Everytime something happens that’ s our of the ordinary you' re going ahead and
there' s people flighting out and going out to the County doing something. Our
schools are balanced. Our neighborhoods are balanced. And we would like to
go ahead and have it be that way. It has been aleged that we want parts of our
community to stay in the 7*" district because of financid reasons. Thisisonly
partly true. Let meexplan.

The point of contention between the 4™ and the 7*" didtrict is the census tract that
includes redevel opment of College Grove Shopping Center. We fed that any
redevel opment funds derived from this shopping center remain in the eastern part
of the city around the shopping center. They should not be distributed to the
north, south or west. Thereisaneed for the moniesto remain here,

Within the boundaries of Oak Park isthe jewel caled Chollas Lake Park. It's
our little Baboa park. Whilethis park is available to and used by dl citizens of
the San Diego, Oak Park is the community that has the driving force for its
development. Stopping the dump from going in a one point. Asfar as next to
an dementary schoal to going ahead and now we have alake, we have Gloria's
Mesa, we have asfar asbal fidds, we have not too many thingsin our
community for our children. And thisiswhat we re riving to do. We just fed
that it is aresponghility that we should take. The park is not finished; itisa
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work in progress. Remember Balboa, Mission Bay Park did not happen
overnight. Thispark ismore kin to the Misson Trals Park. Things are il
developing. To develop apark takes money. We will take any monieswe can
get to further Chollas Lake Park. Therefore the two reasons we want the
College Grove census tract to remain within the 7" Didtrict are first: we don't
want these voters shifted again. And the second is that the 7*" district council
person has pledged to keep the redevelopment fundsin that area.

| am 100% in favor of the map submitted by Councimember Jm Madaffer, of
the 7" District. Please leave us the way we have been for 10 years.

ULLOA: So, I’'m going to say; correct me, Didtrict 7 will be committing tax increment
from the redevelopment area into the Chollas Lake area.

LEIMBACH: We'll go ahead. And what we want isto have it go ahead and be committed to
anything within the eastern area as far awe have quite abit of land that needsto
go ahead and be developed. And thisis why, why shouldn’t the money coming
from College Grove Shopping Center be put into it. And into anything esein
theeastern part.

PESQUEIRA: Okay. Agan, | want to step in here. Thisisnot redly for usto be looking at.

ULLOA: W, you know we can say it's not a palitica, economica thing. | think it sa
number of Commissoners who are being motivated by that aswell in terms of
their position making processes. And as one, | heed to get some clarification as
to what the history has been, what some of the idess are. Especidly from this
individua because she livesthere. | think that’ probably the most crediblein
terms of that particular area. S0, just a couple of more questionsiif | could.

PESQUEIRA: Widl, again | want to remind the Commissioners that something that Charles has said
over and over again. That it's people gentlemen, ladies. It is not economic. Itis
people. And we haveto keep that in mind.

LEIMBACH: Within our boundaries asfar as Oak Park as| said. 1 livein an areawhere there
are 24 houses. And out of them there' s three Mexican families, there' s four
Vietnamese families, there are five Black families. Out of 24 houses. And our
kids play together. My grand-kids when they come over they play together.
So, we want to keep it the way it is, not taking away part of our community.
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ULLOA:

LEIMBACH:

| was just concerned in terms of the community of Oak Park currently apart is
in digtrict 7 and the mgority isin district 4. Does that cause a problem in terms
of what you were saying earlier with the redevelopment funds staying dl in
Didtrict 7 or are you saying that some of that will be used in the Chollas Lake
areain digtrict 4? Because my concern is that in terms of the Oak Park
neighborhood as awhole. Isit being served as it should be?

We have a commitment. And he's shaking hishead. And asfar as the money
would come to Oak Park.

PESQUEIRA: Jm, as| understood you said that redevelopment funds, as soon as the shopping center
IS up and running, stay within the shopping center.

MADAFFER:

LEIMBACH:

MAGANA:

Let mejust add one thing for Juan’ s benefit. Under state law Redevel opment
funds must stay within the redevelopment area. It can not be spent anywhere
ese. You ve heard me describe how money has been loaned. Those are loans
back to the digtrict. Mr. Stevens can not take this money and spend it down on
Market Street or Imperid Avenue. He may have visons of doing that, but that
can't happen. And it won't hgppen. And | will certainly make sure it doesn't
happen whether | have College Grove or not. But the point isvery smple. My
commitment isclear. Not only in going to Sacramento to get some of our tax
dollars back as we did last year for the Chollas Recreationd Area, but to
continue to work on that area one step at atime.

We dso have 350 Navy housing right adjacent to Chollas Lake. And there's
some kind of money coming from that we' ve never...

| have aquestion. And that is during public testimony when we were out in the
community there were severd references made and you made it again tonight,
that by drawing our line where we have drawn it on the preiminary map, we are
cutting the community in haf. So, you need to darify to me and the
Commission. Because when | look at the map and | see Oak Park it goes dl
the way up to College Grove Drive or whatever that street is. And then | look
to the south where ther€’ s the Navy housing and then dso the big huge Chollas
Park. And what | want to understand and what | want to hear actudly is that
that portion of Oak Park which is north or adjacent to College Groveisredly a
community that ismorein linewith al of the people around College Drive and
not...that community there is not...ismore in line with Darnell than it iswith the
bottom part or underneath the park. Because what Juan is saying isthat we are
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LEIMBACH:

trying to unite the community of Oak Park which is north of Chollas Park and
then south of Chollas Park. And whét | think | heard the community say to me
isthat north part of Chollas...the north part of Oak Park is actualy part of
Darnell. Or they consder themsalves part of Darnell.

Streamview isthe bregking lineonit. Let metel you asfar asif | can. Inthe43
yearsthat I’ ve gone ahead and been in Oak Park I've helped form Darnell. I've
helped form Webster Community Council. I’ ve helped form Rolando
Community Council. I've helped form Adams Avenue and two of them in South
East San Diego. We were the first neighborhood wetch in al of San Diego in
the 70's and helped other communities. Asfar as our community going ahead
and being glit thisiswhere I’'m in the Mid City planning area. In the Mid City
planning areaiit takes in Webder, it takesin Darndll. It goes ahead and takesin
Rolando. It takesin dl of those areas in there that are adjacent to us. We'rea
very close asfar asin the makeup of our community. That's why Webster is
one that we wanted to go ahead and keep. It'sthe makeup of the houses. We
don’t have alot of gpartments. The whole...our kids go to the same High

School and Junior High School. We share the same Police Department. We're
now getting involved with the City of San Diego's Attorney’s Office asfar ason
their Mid City corridor. And we have representatives on it. And they’re coming
from this area that would bein the 7" aswell asin the 4™

PESQUEIRA: Okay. Look at Jm Madaffer'smap. It's the second map after the folded map in front
of hisbook. You get ared close-up view of the areathat | think you' re spesking of. If
you look at the first folded maps. Then go to the next map. And then the second map
after that. 1t says, Madaffer Options A,B Showing revisonsto redigtrict 4 and 7. Do
you seethat? Okay. The areathat we're talking about here, see where College Avenue
Is. And then you see where College Groveis. There stwo different streets. See that?
Okay. So, go ahead. What Mr. Madaffer has done has taken College Grove away and
Deer Hower Road and made that the divison line there. The map that we drew took it
al theway up to College Avenue. Streamview runs perpendicular to College Avenue.
And then it swings down. But it comesin dl perpendicular from College, do you see
that? And it swingsaround in akind of a curve and then runs over and connects with
Lion Strest.

MAGANA:

That’ sthe current boundary asit isnow. And that's what they’ re going to do.
But again, | guess the difficulty sometimesisthat the northern part of Oak Park
or what we see on the Police Beat map is Oak Park. And that’'s the argument
that | guess some of us on the Commission have been trying to make and that is
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LEIMBACH:

MAGANA:

LEIMBACH:

re-unite Oak Park. But what | hear from you and what I’ ve heard severa, from
other members of the community is that we' re splitting the community by
drawing the map the way it is on the preiminary map. So, | want to understand
what you mean by splitting the community. What community. What geographic
area are you consdering as the community.

The community as far as asit was before. As| went ahead and said the 3¢
district went ahead at one time and took in everything. Then they decided on the
4" and the 7. And then they went ahead and it was more than we' ve had Lee
Hubbard and yet you nameit. All the different Council people. Welikeit the
way itis. We have aplanning areathat goes ahead and takes in dl the rest of
the areas. We have the same police department. It goesal theway up to
College Avenue. It goesdl the way into Rolando, Mid City Police Department
does.

And again. So, what you' re supporting isthat northern part of Oak Park and
Darnell and City Heights east and El Cerrito and Rolondo and al those areas are
what you congder your community.

Not my community. El Cerrito hasit’s own community council. Darndl hasit’'s
own community council. Webster hasit’s own community council. And
Rolondo hasits own. Oak Park goes ahead in the boundaries of Oak Park
Community Council. Asit was drawn up back in 75 isthe way it is through the
4™ digtrict that the 4™ district has, to College Avenue with 94 on the south and
Streamview asfar ason thewest. And down Streamview to 54, well it goes
54" and goes over into Chollas Road into Eudlid Avenue. Wetakein the
census tracts or the boundaries of 2 Elementary Schools, Oak Park Elementary
School and Carver School Didtrict. Then we formed it in the beginning. And
we were the only one in the whole area, Oak Park was. The only way we could
figure on doing it was going by school boundaries. And that'swhat we did. We
formed it with Oak Park. Then Carver came in because the landfill was going
up to their school and they asked please help us. And then we put in Carver.
But, the other ones of Darndll they're in Darnell School Didrict. Webgter'sin
Webger's. The boundaries of their community councilsare. But it so happens
that as far as our boundaries go dl the way to College Avenue asfar as Oak
Park. And the legacy that we have or the thing that we have to go ahead. And
for the City of San Diego, this Chollas Lake and the whole piece of property
that we have thereisnot just ours. 1t might bein our boundaries. We havetried
to oversee it so that it’s going to be something for al of our children. My
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children are gone and my 11 grand-kids are probably not going to useit. But
thisis something that we did want to go ahead and do. And that's the reason for
it and like | said that’ s the reason why we ve had 2 City Council people. And it
has worked fantagticdly.

ULLOA: Mr. Chair. Intermsof Oak Park. When Councilman Stevens said that he
thought that there has been a problem with the irregularity with College Grove
being in Didrict 7. | would have not consdered entertaining thisissue had | not
seen that Oak Park was not united. Even though | understood his argument, put
that back and forth, that’s an economic reason and rationale and that’ s not one
of our criteria. | recognized that Oak Park was divided. And so | was looking
to see why that had occurred. And that’ swhy | had that line of questioning with
Mr. Madaffer trying to figure out why that happened. And my only question that
Marichu had in terms of does Oak Park, does the northern part of Oak Park
consder themselves more digned to their northern neighbors, more digned to
their southern neighbors so that we can ascertain whether we' re doing the right
thing or the wrong thing with the reuniting of Oak Park. Even though | totaly
understand that by doing that we would end up moving College Grove to Didtrict
4. That | could completely recognize. But | had not had a clear understanding
as to what the folks in thenorthern part of Oak Park, how they dign themsdaves
in terms of the south part of Oak Park or the northern neighbors of Darnell.

And | think she was going along those same questions.

PESQUEIRA: | think Juan, we got off on abad step. When we started looking at Police Bests. If |
suggest very strongly you get rid of the maps that have police beats on them. Because |
think that those police beats are redly throwing us off. And you should redly get rid of
those police beat maps. And we should not refer to police beats. We ve heard enough
testimony from al areas that the police beats do not represent their neighborhoods.

ULLOA: 0, then north Oak Park. What isit redly then? Isit part of Darnell orisit a
community that stands alone but relates to the northern parts.

PESQUEIRA: Part of Darndl from what | understand.
ULLOA: That' redly the question that | was wanting to get an answer to.
PESQUEIRA: The Oak Park is a police beat name.

ULLOA: Right. | understand that. So, in terms of getting clarity what is then the northern
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LEIMBACH:

part of Oak Park? Doesit have another name, isit really belonging to Darnell,
so that | can then be satisfied that we don’t need to re-unite Oak Park because
the community of northern Oak Park doesn't fed it sanissue. So, if someone
can answer that question whether it's Mr. Madaffer or...

The boundaries as I’ ve said before is, College Grove Drive to the east. 94 to
the south. Come down 94 to Federa Boulevard. Federal Boulevard to 54™
Street. Or Euclid comesin as apeak and both Webster and...and there's
Webgter asfar as the west sde of Euclid. Come down Euclid Avenue where if
forksin the road. 54" goesthisway, Eudlid goesthisway. There safork.
Theré saFamMart Stsright there off of Federal Boulevard. We go ahead and
go down Eudid Avenue. Down into the hill asfar asin taking both sdes down
to the bottom of the hill and then where Chollas Road comesin we go ahead
and go into Chollas Road and take in dl the way to 54™...well down
Streamview. And on the south side of Streamview. On the north side of
Streamview is Darndll.

PESQUEIRA: Does Chollas Road where it comes toward Euclid, does that turn and then go to the

west?

LEIMBACH:

Where it comes down Euclid, Chollas Road dead ends right there at Euclid. But
it goes al the way to 54™ Street.

PESQUEIRA: Yeah. 54" comes down to Euclid. Thenit turnsto the east, because Home takes off
from that point.

LEIMBACH:

Right. Andwe'renot that far. We re not up at the top of the hill where
Ridgeview is on one sde and Altadena on the other sde. We' re down below
that.

PESQUEIRA: And that didrict is known as Webster is what you' re saying?

LEIMBACH:

No. That digtrict that | just gave you the boundaries of is Oak Park. Webster's
boundaries are on...and they’ll go ahead and bring up the map. | think DeDe
McClure has got her map that’ s going to go ahead and come up on Wednesday.
But asfar asthey are on the west side of Euclid Avenue going all the way to 47"
Street. Federd asfar as would be your southern boundaries. Understand that.
Federd isjust right up above 94. Okay. They go straight down Federd, down
47" Street and they go ahead and come up into the hill as far as up there.
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PESQUEIRA: Right now the map that | see, 47" Street isin 4™ Diglrict. And then immediiately to the
ead of it isEuclid Avenue. And that’s where the boundary is. Good. | seeit.

LEIMBACH: That means Federd isone. Euclid isone. Fairmont or 47" Street is the other.

CAMARILLO: Mr. Chairman, just an observation. The lady that she was trying to remember
that was ds0 afindigt in the nomination was Elsa Sackson, aLatina And prior
to Susan Golding being appointed over 30 rounds another Latinawas being
consdered for Didtrict 3 that covered thisarea. And that was Rachael Wong
Mongia.

PESQUEIRA: | thank you both Jm and Margo. You've given us| think a pretty good education of this
aea Andit'san areathat | think that we've struggled with. And | think that’s why we
vacillated because we couldn’t quite understand what was happening. | think Juan
brings that out very clearly that we couldn’t understand why that was being divided the
way it is by where the boundary was. But | think you' ve helped us out tremendoudly.

CAMARILLO: Mr. Chair. Just another red brief observation. | know thetimeislate. And |
want to re-emphasize something that was being said about freeways. 1n the
newer communities freeways are good boundaries identifying. But in the older
communities like Barrio Logan was split in haf by Highway 5. Itisnota
boundary. It'sadivider of acommunity. And that appliesto going up Highway
5 through the...

PESQUEIRA: No. That'svery true. Inthe older part of San Diego freeways did in effect lit
communities and took a...there was a great ded of hardship that was caused by that
golit. But | think we' ve been good about recognizing thet at least in the highest density
aress and trying to keep the community together.

Alright, we're going to trail this meeting until next Wednesday. Unlessthereis
something specifically a Commissioner wants added to the agenda, the agenda
will gand asit istonight. So we will continue with 6, Item number 6 and then
we |l moveto Item number 7. Alright. And we will continue to meet as
frequently as necessary to make the deadline that we have to make in order to
get thisto the Office of Regidrars.

ULLOA: Quedtions at what point Commissioners will be able to present their maps.

PESQUEIRA: | think that it would be better, Juan, when we ve dready gotten al of the community
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maps in that we...because they had to be in by noon on last Friday, as | recdll.
And so we' |l go through those maps and then the Commissioners can present
their magps. And we will take it from thet point on. Thereisapoint where

Wwe' ve got to make a decision that...what map we' re going to accept. And |
think we have to at least come up with ajudtification why we drop amap or why
we fed...once we asked for those maps it became aresponsbility for usto say
why we didn't choseamap. And it may be difficult to say that. 1t may be very
difficult to say that. But, we're going to haveto a least say that so and sO's map
that came in was very good here, very good here, but we make adecison. And
| want us to try to make our decisions based upon the law that we have to
follow. On the City Charter and the Voting Rights. | don't think we' re going to
have too much of a problem with VVoting Rights. | think we' ve got thet pretty
well. But we're going to have some problems with the City Charter. And |
think that we' re going to have to line those maps up to the City Charter as much
aswe possibly can to justify. Otherwise | can understand where an individua
who works hard on amap comes back and said, but you can't find anything
wrong with my map, why wasn't it accepted. So, | think it’s going to be
incumbent upon us to take that into consideration.

Lisareminds me that the maps that we had that Kairn...the McDondd
people...remember when we were downgtairs there in the basement of the
building. We had those maps up. We 4till need to bring those up again and look
at them. | know that night we sat there and said, | like 2 and 4, but let’ s throw
out 1 and 3. But wedidn’t say why. And so we need to reconsider those.

o, thereisafar amount of work ahead of us till, but | think we can wrap this
up if we can just get by the small little areas that seem to be tripping usup. And
which are very important. | think we have to.

Okay. So, thismeetingisnow traled. 1t's9:30inthe evening. It'strailed until
4:00 p.m on Wednesday, August 1%. Thank you.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: D561-G.)

Adjourned and to continue Items #6 and #7 to next meeting, by Chairman Pesqueraat 9:30 p.m.

ltem 7. Discussion of Post-
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Preliminary Map Public Hearings
Discussion and possible action related to comments received at the recently
concluded public hearings, identification of additional communities from which
the Commission would like to hear, and additiond information needed to move

forward to the Find Redidtricting Plan.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION Item continued to next mesting.

Item 8. Commission Calendar
Discussion and action to establish dates and times for future Commission mestings.

The following meetings will be noticed:
Wednesday, August 1% from 4:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Thursday, August 2 from 4:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Friday, August 3 from 4:00 - 8:00 p.m.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION

Item 9. Adjournment

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: G400.)

Raph Pesgueira, Chairman
2000 Redigtricting Commisson
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