MINUTES
FOR THE REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO
FOR WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, 2001 AT 4:00 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
202 C STREET, 12™ FLOOR
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

ITEM-1: CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Pesgueira called the meeting to order a 4:06 p.m. Charman Pesqueira announced thet this
meeting was a continuation of last Wednesday's meeting trailed to today. The Commission would be
working off that agenda, and Item Number 6 which is the review of the maps. Item Number 5 will be
taken up at tomorrow’ s mesting.

Chairman Pesqueira adjourned the meeting at 7:40 p.m. to the next scheduled meeting at 4:00 p.m.
August 2, 2001, in the Council Chambers, 12" floor, City Administration Building.

ITEM-22 ROLL CALL

Operations Director Stagjabu. Heshimu called the rall:

(C)  Charman Raph R. Pesqueira-present
(VC) ViceCharmanLeland T. Saito-present
(M)  Mateo R. Camarillo-present

(M)  CharlesW. Johnson-not present

(M)  Marichu G. Magaiia-present

(M)  Shirley ODéll-not present

(M)  Juan Antonio Ulloa-present

(EO) Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster-present

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A012-020.)

ATTENDANCE DURING THE MEETING:

(C©)  Charman Rdph R. Pesqueira-present
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(VC) ViceCharmanLeand T. Saito-present
(M) Mateo R. Camarillo-present

(M)  CharlesW. Johnson-not present

(M)  Marichu G. Magafia-present

(M)  Shirley ODéll-not present

(M)  Juan Antonio Ulloa-present

(EO) Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster-present

ITEM- 3: Non-Agenda Comment

This portion of the agenda provides an opportunity for members of the public to address the
Redigricting Commisson on items of interest within the jurisdiction of the Commisson.

Comments are limited to no more than two minutes per speaker. Submit requests to speek to
the Commission’s Operations Director prior to 4:00 p.m. Pursuant to the Ralph M. Brown
Act, no discussion or action, other than areferrd, shal be taken by Redigtricting Commission
on any issue brought forth under “ Non-Agenda Comment.”

PUBLIC COMMENT:
PC-1:

Courtney Coyle: | was atwo-term President of the La Jolla Town Council and had the
privilege of serving on the County of San Diego Redidricting Advisory. You may recal |
gpoke in front of you when you were in the University City Area. I'd like to spesk specificaly
to the two census tracts on the south east dope of Mt. Soledad. Those are 83.01 and 83.10
that are proposed to be moved from Didtrict 1 into Didrict 2. There hasn’t been much in the
papers, but thisis certainly important to our community. Now that | see the consultant’s
Alternative plans two and three; it looks like those further serve to divide our community. |
understand the need to equalize our population, o | guess at this point my comments may be
more for the record and what happens ten years from now when the new round of people are
here to try and do the same job that you did — wondering did the community care that they
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were going to be divided? The answer to that is yes, the community did care. Thetwo tracts
share a Community Planning Group, Zip Code, topography, geography, shopping, schoals,
parks, coastal and other infrastructure issues. From a La Jollaleadership perspective, it would
be difficult if not impossible for meto tell the residents from these two tracts that they in essence
are not part of La Jolla, and that they should have separate Council persons representing them;
one whose Didtrict includes the many projects that are downtown right now. LaJollalooksto
the north to Torrey Pines State Reserve; La Jollalooks to the south to north P.B.; we look to
the east over to Univergty City. It appears that with the changes on the County and the City
level on Redidtricting this year, we can expect an awful lot of changesto our community. On
the other hand, we have worked well with the current Council Digtrict 2 Member and expect
that the future two Reps will share and serve our communities well. Good luck and thank you.

PC-2:

Deputy Mayor Stevens. Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of this great Commisson Mr.
Chairman and members of this most distinguished Commission, | gpped to your judgment of
justice and fairness. On July 19, 2001, | spoke about former City Council Member John
Hartley who represented Didtrict 3 where Oak Park was located in 1980. He advised me that
College Grove Shopping Center wasin his Didlrict as part of Oak Park. However, College
Grove did not go with Oak Park into the 4" District in 1990 — Oak Park went into Digtrict 4.
Thisiswhere the discrimination started. They gave Council Digtrict 4 the resdents of Oak
Park, but not the economic benefits of College Grove. Thisiswhere Gerrymandering Started,
and Didtrict 4 logt its eastern boundary of College Avenue — that is the naturd boundary. |
want to commend the Commission Members who voted to correct what the City Council did in
1990 by using College Avenue as a natura boundary, to separate Didtrict 4 from 7 as stated at
your July 29, 2001 meeting. Natural boundaries should take precedence over a census tract
boundary when there is no population involved, asisthe case in the College Grove Center
censustract 27.03. At your last meeting testimony was given by an Oak Park resident stating
that the Oak Park Community Council withdrew their support for College Grove remaining in
District 7, and instead took a neutral position. Do not continue to deny the residents of the 4™
Digrict, amuch deserved revenue — as they have been denied for the past ten years. We
have a 90-acre park of open space to develop, and Chollas balfidd. 1 urge you to adopt the
dternative map of July the 6, 2001. | have submitted over 400 signatures to the Redistricting
Commission from community residents supporting this. This map shows that the College Grove
Shopping Center isin the 4™ District, and it also shows that Webster should be in the 4™
Didrict. Thank you.

PC-3:
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Benjamin Smith: I’d like to encourage you to incorporate the entirety of Hillcrest and University
Heghtsinto the same Didrict. I’'m aresident of the tract north of Universty between Highway
163 and Dde Street. | would like to make sure that remains dong with dl the other tractsin
Hillcrest. | have lived there for over three years, and as a Gay San Diegan, | would like to ask
that our community hasits own “Home Didrict.” Even though currently | live in Didtrict 2, |
shop at the supermarket in Didtrict 3; the restaurants in Didtrict 3; | go to the bars and clubsin
Didrict 3; s0 | think it fits that my home should bein Didtrict 3. Currently, | share aDidrict
with resdents of Crown Point and Point Loma, and | am flattered, but I'd rather bein aDidtrict
that is doser to my community. My Didgtrict should include areas such as Norma Heights,
North Park; the home of the Lesbian/Gay, Bisexua, Transsexud community. | think you
should consider that there should be a Gay/L eshian Didtrict. Y ou have been making a good
faith effort to kegp our community together — | do gppreciate that.

PC-4:

Travis Stone: | completely agree with the proposition of the previous speaker — we adso want
to bein Didrict 3. Thereisjust alittle bit more of City Heights that needs to be protected
under the Voting Rights Act. What my spesker dip was concerning Mr. Chairman, whether or
not Item 5...

Chairman Pesqueira: I'm not sure | understand what you just said. 'Y ou would like City
Heghtsin Didrict 3?

Travis Stone: Yes, of course. All of City Heightsin Didtrict 3, and dl of Hillcrest too. My
spesker dip concerned a request for continuance or trailing and it is just a suggestion to the
Chair. Ontoday’s agenda, Item 5 is before you for consideration for receipt of dl the
dternaive maps, and | think before the Commission redlly finishes dl of its questions, they
should receive dl of thedata. What | am suggesting is that you have Item 5 -- the finishing of
how the data works for City Heights until after you have received dl of the dternative maps that
have been submitted to you. That'satralling item. Thank you Mr. Chair.

Chairman Pesgueira The Commissioners asked to jump over Item 5 at the last meeting to go to
the maps first because people were here waiting to present their maps. We did that, so we are
dill technicdly on Item 6. The plan right now isto go to item 5 tomorrow to dlow the
Consultant to be here.

PC-5:
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Byron Sater: Asaresdent of Pacific Beach and more specificdly Crown Point, | am very
deeply concerned about what happens to Misson Bay. | served on the Master Plan Citizens
Committee to help determine severad years ago the Master Plan for Mission Bay. The people of
Pecific Beach are very concerned about sawage spills, parking, gangs, and many other
problems that occur. By splitting Mission Bay we will lose agrest degree of accountability.
Mission Bay has long been a“honey pot” for everyone to dip into whenever they want to raise
money. Thereis presently as you may be aware ainitative being circulated to put dl of the
revenue from leaseholds of Mission Bay into the specific purposeit was intended — under the
Tiddands Act — that dl that money stay in Misson Bay for maintenance and additiona
facilities. The point isthat we do not want to see Misson Bay solit into different Didtricts,
because it would grestly reduce the accountability. We have mgor problemsthere. | srongly
urge you that you keep Misson Bay in one Didtrict done, and not plit it. Under the Tidelands
Act, the ideawas that Mission Bay |leaseholds would stay in Mission Bay to offset any needs of
the Bay and to reduce taxpayer — or raising taxes to support Mission Bay. The leaseholds
were designed to support the Bay for public use.

Staa Heshimu: I'd like to introduce, Mr. Chair, the Alliance for African Assstance. Thereisa
whole team of them visting with the Redigtricting Commission this afternoon. Would you all
just sland — welcome, welcome.

Chairman Pesqueira: Thank you for being here, and we hope you enjoy the proceedings, and
take something back with you about the way we are conducting this particular portion of
Government.

PC-6:

Charles McKain: | think some Commissioners seem to be proceeding under misconceptions
about the history of Supreme Court jurisdiction, or jurisorudence bearing on the Voting Rights
Act and Redidtricting. In the 1996 case cdled Bush againg Vera, the Texas Legidature
intentionally created three mgority/minority Congressiond Didtricts as a remedy for perceived
Voting Rights Acts violations. However, the Supreme Court struck down those
mgority/minority Didricts as violating the condtitutional equal protection rights of other voters,
gpparently whites, because race was the predominate factor consdered by the Legidaturein
drawing the Didtricts. The Court aso stated the existence of a bazaar shaped Didtrict was not
necessary to trigger such grict condtitutional scrutiny. So, even if Digtrict 3 were required to be
reconfigured to remedy some Voting Rights Act violation, which it is not, the reconfigured
Didtrict might arguably be vulnerable to a condtitutiona chalenge, because race would have
been the predominate factor you considered in creating the new Didtrict. However, you could
and should avoid any such potentid congtitutional problems by adopting your preliminary map
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with perhaps afew minor adjustments as you have repeatedly told the public you would do
unless your Consultant concluded the Voting Rights Act compelled remedia reconfiguration of
Digrict 3. The Supreme Court has stated that the government in this case, that’ s you, needs to
have a strong basis in the evidence before finding the existence of a VVoting Rights Act violation
embarking upon remedia action. This record does not come close to containing such
necessary strong evidentiary basis. There is no showing that any Court has every found a
Voting Rights Act by this City; no witness has testified here to any occurrence of any specific
act of voting discrimination.  Although your Consultant indicated his data might suggest some
polarized voting in the City as awhole, he expressy stated that he could not say it risesto the
Voting Rights Act level. Finaly, with respect to Didtrict 3, your Consultant concluded there
was no racidly polarized vaoting in the white mgority census tracts containing high
concentrations of LGBT votes. On the contrary there appeared to be a voting cohesion which
| think we should grive to maintain among White LGBT voters, African Americans, and
Latinos.

Commissioner Saito: | agree with you to acertain extent. We have certain criteriathat we have
to follow. We have the Supreme Court decisons, so we have to follow what is legd; we have
to follow whet isin the Charter. Then there is aso something that we as a Commission
collectively come up with, and that is we have to do what we think isright. Because if we
congder the history of the Supreme Court decisions— Shaw versus Reno is highly
controversga as a5-4 vote. Many people bdieve that ignores the history of discrimination in
the United States. If we consder other things that are legd in this society, for instance the
Supreme Court affirmed segregation; the Supreme Court also declared Asan immigrants could
not become naturalized citizens of the United States. We can go onand on. Thereiswhat |
think islegal, and what the Supreme Court says, and what isright. The two may not coincide.

| think you and others have made a very strong case for explaining why thisgroup isa
community of interest for many, many different reasons. So, when we consder something such
as City Heights, or as people have talked about, the Asan-Pacific Idander community in the
north part of the City — | think we are not just considering race as a predominant factor, but
are trying to consder arange of factors.

When you talk about the Gay and Lesbian community, thisis something we do not have any
dataon. Thisissomething that is not on the census. In some ways it may be helpful for usin
the next week or two as we actualy get down to the “nitty gritty” and decide on these borders
— if you could provide us with some of the information that you have gathered. You
mentioned that you have gathered certain kind of datato help you determine which census
tracts have high levels of Gaysand Leshians. So, if you could provide us with that information,
and d=0if you could give usaligt at the finet level you can, ether a the censustract leve, or
the block level — if you could give usaleve of variables that you think are very important to
the Gay and Lesbian Community — persondly that will be agreet help to me as| work with
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the othersto create afind map.

Chairman Pesqueira: Leland, they did present that amogt at the first or second day. | think
Kevin brought it in and presented it to us.

Commissioner Saito: I'm not redly sure where that data came from.

Chairman Pesgqueira: As| recdl, the comment was made that they did a house to house, block
to block survey. Kevin brought us copies and passed those ouit.

Commissioner Camarillo: Charles, you aso took magazine subscriptions correlated to zip codes
s0 you knew where...

CharlesMcKain: Yes, that's part of amailing list.

Commissioner Camarillo: | wanted to touch on a satement you made. | agree, we obvioudy
cannot use race as a basis for unifying City Heights. However, the testimony we have heard is
avery mixed record. For example, most recently we have aletter from the President of Fox
Canyon who makes two basic messages. Oneis that the community of which heisthe
Presdent of in City Heights is made up of low and moderate income. They are economicaly
chdlenged, so forth, and so on. At the same time making the statement — you know — don’t
mess with our boundaries, we likeit theway it is.

CharlesMcKain: Wdll, | think the current Digtrict 3 reflects the diversity that most of us would
like to see throughout the whole City. It isjust economicdly, racidly, ethnicdly, and socidly a
mix, and it ssems to be working well.

PC-8:

Petty Vaccarielo: Y ou have heard consgtent testimony from City Heightsin favor of keeping
the current boundary linesintact. They have taked about forming relationships, and how we
are more effectively represented by three Council Members than with one. | want to spesk
about a more recent network that has developed over the past 3 years — that has to do with
the Eudid Avenue Revitdizaion Action Program. Eudid Avenue besides being the dividing line
between Council Digtricts, serves as the front door to seven of the 16 neighborhoods in City
Heights. In the successful grass-roots efforts, our diverse neighborhoods came together and
gpoke with one voice to say we will no longer tolerate the conditions on this street and in our
neighborhood. We have been working with the City in partnership through the Euclid route to
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change this area and make it alivable community, and | see it getting better. We have been
able to use the current political system to our advantage, by obtaining funding from avariety of
sources. Staff support has helped us to interact with City Departments on severd different
projects. Some of the successes include the acquisition and rehab of Winona Gardens— a
joint effort between the City Heights Community and Didtrict 7 to provide decent affordable
housing to the Somalian population living in censustract 27.09. Funding for new dreet lights
and sdewaks especidly in areas that have gone without Sdewaks for 70 years. A community
gateway project; reconstructing a dangerous intersection; neighborhood clean up and facdlifts;
new sawer and waterlines. | would like to make the point that the Euclid route brought us
together — people from different backgrounds and neighborhoods. Both tenants and
homeowners to work on how to make the place, we cal home, safer and more attractive to live
in. But what united us was our common issues and concerns. Many who had not been active
in the community before participated because of those issues and the outreach by the
neighborhood.

PC-9:

Theresa Quiroz: | do gpologize for being White. The question has been asked why should we
listen to what the leaders of City Heights have to say? The Asan-Pacific leaders were praised
for coming before you to speak, and we have been scorned and abused. In City Heights the
community leaders actually spesk to and listen to the residents before making decisions. Those
people you so desperately want to hear from, we have heard from.  We have solicited their
opinions, and they have been given to us unsolicited. We spent hours on committees and in the
audience of other groups listening to the very people you say you want to hear from. They
cometo usfor help. Let ustake for example the new schools. The School Board presented a
preferred and two ultimate Sites for each school. Residentsin al races came to the meetings to
express their idess, fedings, emotions, wants, and needs. Asyou can imagine, it was avery
emotiona meeting. But they gave the leeders the ability to look at the Site through the eyes of
the resdents, and determine which stes the community preferred, and which they would not
accept. That information was passed on to the School Board. It gave the leadersthe
additional knowledge they needed to be able to look for dternatives, such asthe America
School House Project. That replaces alarge amount of housing that islost to the school and
creates job-based programs. That iswhat we have done. We are not the tyrants that you
make us out to be. We are not a bunch of racists that you seem unfavorably to believe usto
be. Unlike you, the leaders do not think that because people are poor they cannot speak for
themsdves — they can. When they don’t want to — they don’'t. But when issues like the
school come up that affects their homes, they are more than cgpable of making their fedings
heard. Why should you listen to us? | would suggest that between us we know and
understand more about the area and its residents than you could ever hope to, despite the
Consultants. We understand the wants and the needs of the people that you profess to want to
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help. We have fought long hard beattles dong sde them. Lagtly, unlike most of the people who
seek to change the boundaries of City Heights, we live there — these are our neighborhoods.

PC-10:

Bobbie McManus. I'm proud to say | work very closely with the Hispanicsin my areaon the
dternative Stes. We went around to al the residents to get a petition signed, and | have never
Seen o many turn out. They do turn out when they want to be heard, and | was so very glad to
see them come. Thank you very much.

PC-11:

Jose Lopez: The package that is coming to you and is going to be distributed has a newdetter
with the natice of the Redigtricting Committee. Thank you for sending it to me; it has been
published. Also, aflyer in Spanish and e-mail responding to a notice on the newdetter about
the Redigricting Commission. I'm sorry that | am not atal dark handsome guy that my name
saysitis | think in certain ingtances | must gpologize for being or looking White.  Although
Fox Canyon has some pockets of highly educated, well to do people, the mgjority of
homeowners and tenants are trandent in nature. They come to Fox Canyon with the idea of
moving on to a better life somewhere else. The permanent population is an ever growing group
of absentee landlords, intelligent and chalenged people; retired people; disabled; single parents,
working for our refugees. In Fox Canyon 71.64% is of low to moderate income means and in
census tract 27.04 such challenged population lacks the transportation means and ability to
attend mestings because they might hold two jobs, attend ESL classes, and provide home
sarvices to their familiesin the evenings to survive in their new country, culture, and city. The
residents of Fox Canyon founded the Neighborhood Association as a vehicle to franchise
themsalves to network and to have avoicein their destiny. Our 16 neighborhoods are diverse
of different color, irregular in shape, highly independent, and with different governing bodies.
Nonetheless, we are united in the totality of pieces, and the totality of pieces form thewhole
picture of City Heights. Yes, we are equd, but we are separate, and we want to remain that

way.
PC-12:
Peter Bryan: Mr. Bryan read into the record aletter from Council Member Wear. “| appreciate

the time and effort you have put into the difficult task of redrawing Didrict boundaries for the
City of San Diego. | have been watching the proceedings closdly, trying to make comments
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only when it would help the Commisson fulfill their mandate. The Commisson may be
contemplating placing a portion of Misson Bay Park within the 6™ District boundaries. While
there are some arguments that may support this decision, | would like to give you information
that may illuminate why | fed Interstate 5 makes an gppropriate, easly identifigble, and legaly
judtifiable boundary between Didrict 2 and Didrict 6. Paramount in my mind isthe legitimacy
of any find map adopted by the Commisson. | must add that it isimportant for al Council
Members to work across Didtrict lines for the benefit of the City asawhole. Particulary where
it involves public hedth and safety, and in this case aregiond asset such as Misson Bay Park.
| have selected some of the main arguments the Commissoners have used to judtify extending
the 6 Council Didtrict boundaries across therailroad and | 5 to include a portion of Mission
Bay. One of the points was watersheds entering Misson Bay originate in Digtrict 6, so,
therefore, placing Misson Bay in Digrict 6 will alow one Council person to see both the
beginning and end of those watersheds.”

PC-13:

Elana Tyler: | want to thank you very much as Americans, as refugees being new in the United
States. Thisis such an honor to be able to be part of what our future will be, not only for me
but for my children and for awhole community of African refugees. Wedl livein the 3¢
Didtrict, and we dl like being represented by three different people. If you look at us, we all
look different. We're not aone szefitsdl, we are very diverse. We need dl the help and we
want to be meaningful citizens, but in order to do that we need our concerns to be heard not
only for one direction, but for many directions as possible within the 3 Didtricts. | may not be
as eoquent as others, but | can tell you that the impact that we are looking at is going to be
great. Thank you very much, but we would like to remain as we are with three representatives
in the Didtrict.

PC-14:

Andrew Shogren: Last week we presented you with amap that joined MiraMesa and Rancho
Penasguitos in one Council Didtrict. I'm gratified to see that many of these mapsjoin. In
drawing Didtrict linesit isimportant not to geographicaly isolate communities within Didtricts.
Currently, Rancho Penasquitos is geographicaly isolated from other communities of Digtrict 1.
Y ou must pass through Didtrict 5 to reach other parts of Digtrict 1. Y ou have an opportunity to
unit Rancho Penasquitos with other geographicaly linked communities. 'Y ou can establish afar
opportunity for Asan-Pacific Americans to participate equaly in the palitical process by joining
MiraMesa and Rancho Penasquitos. Y ou can respect the Asian-Pacific communities, and the
communitiesinterest that exist in the City by not dividing the Asan-Pecific vote. Findly, please
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unite the cohesive communities of Mira Mesa and Rancho Penasquitos in one Council Didrict.

PC-15:

ClaudiaUnhold: I'm past Chair of the Miramar Ranch North Planning Committee. From our
perspective the preliminary map that you adopted June 29" looks very fair. It keepsthe
Didgtricts compact and achieves the goas of equdizing the Didtricts population wise, and keeps
change to aminimum. We have many commondities with our north | 15

Corridor neighbors including traffic and new development review. We need the continuity of
being able to continue reviewing these projects and keeping our current Council Member who
has worked so well with uson all of theseissues. Some of the maps take us out of Didtrict 5
and put usin Digtrict 7 which we are very isolated from because of Miramar Marine Base. In
closing, please keep usin Didtrict 5 rather than adopt a map that would disenfranchise us.

PC-16:

Pam Montanile: | too support the Preliminary Reditricting Plan that we have seen, and we
came and presented to you when you came out to our community. We have heard recently of
al the other maps, and had heard that much of San Diego is not that interested. We wanted
you to know how important it isto stay in Didtrict 5 as Claudiamentioned. | 15 and the traffic
are common interests that impacts our lives daily. We appreciate dl the efforts that you have
goneto. Thank you.

PC-17:

Definia Lopez Woolly: Last time when | spoke, somebody from the Town Council came.
Everything they say right here is not redlly true because they contradict themsdlves by their own
writing. Just to let you know what | say istrue, | can give you a page from the members of the
Town Council — thereis only one that is Spanish speaking. Thereason | complain isthat |
had a persond problem. | don’t have apersonal problem, but | say what — the people are
being rlocated. The same trouble that is going on right now, | went throughin 1995. So, I'd
like you to take condderation that it may be alot of nonprofit entities, but they don’t redly help
for what they ask the money for.

PC-18:



Minutes of the Redistricting Commission for
Wednesday, August 1, 2001 Page 12

Cesar Portillo: | want to commend the Commissioners — for those of you who attended the
mgority of the meetings in the various Didricts— | know that was a very grueling schedule,
and avery grueling process. | want to commend those who came to the mgority of them, and
were actudly able to hear testimony from the community. 1I’'m here speaking on behaf of
mysdf and I’'m a Latino Gay male, and inquiring whether or not you had an opportunity to
attend our Pride Celebration that just took place. If you did, you obvioudy had a chance to see
the diverdaty of our community. 1t'snot only White, it isvery diverse. People from dl over the
world are represented in my community, and actudly live in that Didtrict. With that said, | again
want to emphasize my support of the preliminary map which was adopted June 29", Thank
you.

PC-19:

Robert Sargent: City Heights has been a stranger to money, and | know that Redigtricting is not
supposed to have anything to do with money, but lets face it, that’s where we get our money
from; our Council people. We have had a good working cooperation with three different
Council Didricts. We now have anew police sation, branch library, recrestiond facilities,
swimming pool, tennis courts, and more. We aredl very proud of that. If you want to see
quote “people of color,” just drop by our new library and see who participatesin that. Without
7 and 3, we would have never had that. Euclid Avenue. | used to work on Euclid Avenuein
1952, and there is not much change — there is no sdewalk, no infrastructure as you want to
cdl it. But we have through 7 and 3 and 4 — we ve got us some money now, and we' ve got
to start going, we ve got afirst leg coming. Thisis by the way, the entrance to seven
communitiesin City Heights. We need three Council Members to give us money, or we' re not
going to make nothing. Asfar as College Grove goes, | saw it in its conception, I've seen it
fdl, and | don't know whose Didrict it was dl thistime, but | know that it came back under 7.
Please, move carefully when you try to separate City Heights.

PC-20:

Linda Pennington: | support the preliminary map with corrections— the LGBT
recommendations. | strongly ask that you respect the current boundaries of City Helghts, the
16 neighborhoods of City Heights. Azalea Park isavery unique neighborhood. We have
strong boundaries — a huge canyon on the north, | 5 on the west, Hollywood Park on the
south. We have done an outreach to the Gay community since 1993, and that has been highly
successful. In fact, we were at the Gay and Leshian Pride Parade — we had 80 people on the
float, and we won an award. Each of our neighborhoods are very different, and very digtinct.
Just wanted to let you know that we are working hard in City Heights, and thank you for your
work.
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PC-21:

Bob Dingeman: I'm here as a representative of the Scripps Ranch community. Before | sart
out, | think I’d like to compliment you on your perseverance, your atention, and your listening
to what people have said. Certainly you have a daunting task, and you are doing it well. You
have our confidence that you will come up with afair and equitable plan. | think you have
about nine different plans, and you're recaiving aawful ot of assstance, and an awful lot of
advice. You have to have dedication to the legd requirements, to the principas, and for the
Charter. Stay focused, listen to the citizens, apply the principles, and we have confidence that
you will come up with the best possible plan. Wefed Didtrict 5 is a cohesive community, we
urgeyou to retainit. Retain Didrict 5 asit is, protect our rights, and stay with the preliminary
plan and your very high principle actions so far. Thank you so much for al your dedicated
efforts, and we are looking forward to the best plan for San Diego City.

PC-22:

Donna Frye: Thank you very much for al the hard work everybody has done. | just wanted to
make sure everybody had received the packet we had submitted on July 23" regarding our
map, and to make sure if you had any questions that we were available to answer them. We
believe that the factors needed to be considered for this particular map are consstent with the
findings that would be necessary for Redidricting. Thereisaso amgp — | believe it wasthe
Madaffer map.

Chairman Pesgueira: What we have been doing — the person who has drawn the map —
when they come up on the screen, we have alowed them to present those maps. So, when we
get to your map, if you'd like to send a representative to talk to us more about the details of
your map — Yyou're welcome to be here.

Donna Frye: Okay, | appreciate that. | was not here on the Madaffer map. | just wanted to
make sure that the natural boundaries of the San Diego River were included for the boundary
between 6 and 7. Again, if anyone has any questions, we' d be more than happy to answer
them.

Commissioner Camarillo: Are you referring to the boundary between 6 and 7?
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DonnaFrye: Right. The boundary on the origind map included the Misson Valey Community
Plan which is bounded on the east by the San Diego River. The other part of that moving into
Digtrict 7, because it seems to be part of another community plan. If that is moved — that's
fine. Wewould suggest to make sure that the Misson Vadley community stay together and
intact. In one of the mapsit did not do that.

PC-23:

Bernie Sosna: | complained about the plan that was adopted on June 29", The reason being is
that Redistricting should be along decent planning guiddines, rather than political ones. I'm
Presdent of Pecific Beach Tennis Club. In order to get more expansion from youth members
— we have alot of youth activities at the Tennis Club — youth under 19 play free. Weare
very active in youth activity both at the soccer fied, and the softbal field, aswell asthe Tennis
Club. Wefed that taking any part of that into a different District where you have no people —
in other words— in Pacific Beach everybody impacted by the entire youth field arealivesin
Pecific Beach. If we are looking for more money, why would voters in the Clairemont Didtrict
for example be interested in putting more money in parksin Pacific Beach? Just doesn't make
any sense. Pacific Beach and dl of Misson Bay Park should stay intact regardless of which
Didrict you put them in.

PC-24:

Clive Richards. | wanted to actually spesk to you about the process itsdf. | have concerns with
taking what was supposed to be a non-political process, and turning it into what has become a
political process. Of course, that’s not redly difficult to understand because you' re drawing
boundaries for politica digtricts. | seethat asaconcern. But | do think there are some careful
things that you have to do, and number 1 is you have to go back to where you werein June. |
think about why you got to there in June. The origind preliminary map was pretty much what
you had been hearing, and pretty much what | know | heard. | know | have tried drawing
maps — | found mysalf coming up with amap that was remarkably smilar to June 26. |
thought — it must be great minds working the same track, or & least we're dl hearing the same
things. Then, | think we got off track. We started hearing Council Memberstdl you what they
would envision a brighter future to look like. | appreciate Council Members speaking to you,
because they are citizens just like we are, and that’ s the thing that we dl have to acknowledge.

PC-25:

Michael Sprague: Has the report from the Consultant been received yet?
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Chairman Pesquiera: That is to be discussed tomorrow. We got the narrative.

Michadl Sprague: At not one single meeting has the Redistricting Commisson suggested
someone should regigter to vote, and make available the voting regidration form. Going
through each of the changes, where | found looking at the census tracts, and how many
registered voters there are per censustract. | see some very dramatic things. | see that any
economic decision that has been made based on no population has been moved to a
redevelopment area — from a Republican and given to a Democrat. Every sngle time you
have moved populations supposedly for (inaudible) — you have taken more people who are
protected, and taken them out, and put fewer people who are protected in. If you wanted to
take alook at the Census Bureau information, | think you would find it not only interesting, but
perhaps it would be (inaudible.)

PC-26:

Alex Sachs Thank you Mr. Chair and Members of the Commisson. | understand from the
newspaper article that the Voting Rights Renai ssance group would make a presentation, and in
event of that | wanted to give some comments regarding Voting Rights and the Renaissance
proposa on behdf of the LGBT Voting Rights Codition. Let me say that | do so somewhat
rdluctantly, and | am afirm beiever in the Voting Rights Act. | believe that the Court actions
over the last ten years have narrowed the jurisdiction of the Voting Rights Act. Generdly, my
understanding of them — | do not necessarily agree with them. | think | also am of the same
makeup as Commissioner Saito regarding efforts to empower minorities and under represented
communities. There could be a mgority/minority Digtrict created in San Diego. However, the
plan as presented by the Voting Rights Renai ssance Codlition is unacceptable to the LGBT
Voting Rights Cadition. The Digtrict 3 would be carved up, and the community of interest —
the uptown community of interest would be added to Mission Valey areas north of Intersate 8,
to the east including Del Cerro. Aswadll, the Voting Rights Renai ssance map cuts out areas of
City Heights and North Park Communities that are heavily diverse, and areincreasingly LGBT
communities. Also, communities of Azaea Park would be cut out of Didrict 3. | would urge
the Commission to go back to the preliminary plan, twesk it gppropriately as you have heard
testimony out in the communities, and adopt the preliminary plan.

PC-27:

Paul O Sullivan: My charge as Aide to Council Member Byron Wear — my respongibility
among other things is to hep communicate with the Commission and gather information from
the Commisson gaff. | didn’t have the opportunity to hear what the other staff member on
Byron's staff had stated, so | gpologize if | repeat anything. | would just like to make two very
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quick points. One, and it has to do with whether Didtrict 6 — thelinein Didtrict 6 is extended
across the railroad tracks and

| 5 and over into Misson Bay. | think he gave you a point relative to the watershed — that the
mgority of the water that comes into Misson Bay actudly originates from Didtrict 5. | would
just liketo point out that if the god of the Commission is to gpply the watershed argument
towards extending Digtrict 6 — another gpproach that you could take would be to extend
Digtrict 2 up the River Vdley and unpopulated areas to the source of the watershed. | mean
that's an dternative. Y ou can aso do that with Didrict 1, and as far as that goes— Didtrict 5.
To come down and touch Mission Bay o that you do have — to my knowledge you haven't
considered that. So, I'll point that out. The other is— one of the Commissioners, or severd
have stated it would be to the benefit of Mission Bay and the City to have two Council
Members representing that body of water. Y e, the same argument hasn’t been made rlative
to other very vauable assetsin the City such as Balboa Park, Mission Trails Park, and what
have you. | just wanted to point that out and leave with you the letter that Council Member
Wear wrote.

PC-28:

Kevin Davis. | wanted to comment on one of the maps that was presented this evening by Mr.
Stump. | believe that the figures that he gave you were inaccurate regarding the dilution of the
non-white population in Didrict 3. If you remember under the preliminary plan censustracts 4
and 5 are added to unify Universty Heights and Hillcrest, but census tracts 59 and 60 and the
Cortez part of 56 were removed. But, by my caculations that was removing 6,000 White
people, and adding 5,000 White people. In addition to that, the Commission decided to add
the part of Tamadge that isin Didtrict 7 at the present time. | don’t have the exact ratio figures
on that portion, but we are talking about 3,000 total people, and the census tract asawhole is
60 percent of White population; 60 percent of 1,800 would be — or 60 percent of 3,000 is
1,800, s0 you are talking about adding at most 800 more White people to the Didtrict. So, itis
not fair to say thereisadilution of the minority population in the Didrict. Additiondly, he made
reference to a document that was provided to the Commission by one of the consultants, Karin,
and sad there was some data in that he should have presented, but didn’t. | believethis
Commission has requested some input, and we have given input to the best of our &bility, we
don’t have any more data than that has been presented to you.

Chairman Pesqueria: Let me ask you aquestion. From what you have sad, it isamanud
presented by one particular group — that’ s their particular idea the way things should be
measured — right?

Kevin Davis: | believe so. | didn't read it throughly, but it was presented by Karin. Asl said, |
don’'t exactly know what the requirements are in that document.
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REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A089-B630.)

ITEM-4. Approval of Commisson Minutes

Approva of Commission Minutes for the Meeting of July 18, 2001

MOTION BY COMMON CONSENT TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF
JULY 18, 2001. Unanimous, Commissoner Johnson and ODell not present.

ACTIONITEMS

[tem 5.

[tem 6.

Consultant’s Report and Analysis of Voting Pattern Data

Commissioners will continue discussion trailed from the meeting of July 25, 2991,
relaing to the report and analysis presented by Consultant Bruce Cain, Cain and Mac
Donad, on the question of whether the Prdiminary Redigtricting Plan affords members
of protected classes, particularly the City Heights area of the city, an equa opportunity
to participate in the political process and to eect representatives of their choicein
accordance with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. Possible action relating to the
andyds and/or the Preliminary Redidricting.

Thisitem was trailed to tomorrow’ s meeting of August 2, 2001.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: A006-012.)

Receipt of Redistricting M aps Submitted for Consideration by Commission
Commissionerswill continue to receive redigricting plans submitted by members of the
public who did not have the opportunity to present when this item was trailled from the
meseting of July 25, 2001. The Commission may aso recondgder plans submitted by the
consultant or others. Possible action and direction to taff relating to one or more of the
plans.

! The Coffee Map was presented and discussed by Mr. JW. Stump.
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Chairman Pesqueira asked for legd advise from Deputy City Attorney Lisa Foster
regarding the discusson of Mr. Stump’s map.

LisaFoger: | don't equate protected class with people of color under thislegd scheme.
A protected class is when you have a group who meets dl the criteria of the Thornberg
versus Gingles test that we have talked about, and not smply people of color. | know
we sort of smplify that concept by talking about the racia and ethnic groups as
protected classes, but | think that is not a very precise statement to make. Additiondly,
we aso have talked about this concept of dilution. Certainly, moving any people who
are not of color into adiverse area can be caled dilution in agenera sense. Dilution
does not necessarily equate to aVoting Rights Act violation. What you need to have to
make aVating Rights Act violation legdly sgnificant dilution is again — you need to be
moving enough people who meet the criteria of the Thornberg versus Gingles test that
you make a difference between whether or not they are amgority/minority in a Didtrict.
S0, to say that moving some people who aren't people of color into adiverse Didrict is
dilution — again, | can’'t agree with that statement. 'Y ou need to have dl of the aspects
of the Thornberg versus Gingles te, including the numerosity, the politica
cohesiveness, and the polarization. You just can't look at moving people, and what
color they are, and get to aresult that way. Again, that is talking about whether or not
you have aVoting Rights Act violation. | won't comment on the policy decision of
whether or not that isagood thing to do. That is something for the Commisson to
decide as adiscretionary decision.

Chairman Pesqueira: | recommend that we accept Mr. John Stump’s map as
presented.

! The Renai ssance map was presented by Dee Dee McClure and discussed.

Chairman Pesqueira: | will indicate we have accepted this map. Also, we will accept
the San Diego Fair Plan map and indicate it was the “tinkering” map.

Chairman Pesquera: Although Council Member Fryeisn't here to present her map, we
can accept Council Member Frye s map, and we can review it during deliberations as
we move on in the next couple of days.

Commissioner Marichu Magaiia: | wanted to mention that Council Member Frye s map
isexactly like our preiminary map except for the Misson Bay area

! Commissioner Mateo Camarillo’s map was presented and discussed.
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[tem 7:

Commissioner Camarillo dated it was just an exercise to seeif it was doable,
and would not advocate for this map.

Chairman Pesqueira: I'd like for Staa to put on the next agenda, or Friday, atime for us

to have a philosophical discusson — we need that. We need to get things out about
what we are thinking about, and what we would like to see.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: CO04-D620.)

Discussion os Post-Preliminary Map Public Hearings

Discussion and possible action related to comments received at the recently concluded
public hearings, identification of additionad communities from which the Commission
would like to hear, and identification of additiona information needed to move forward
to the Find Redidricting Plan.

Chairman Pesgueira: Remember back many weeks ago, | made the comment that we want to
try to put a human face on this— we'll follow the law, but we want to dso keep in mind the
human dement. We have to recognize that we have heard alot of pleas from al kinds of
people, many of them were not legd pless, they were merdly human pleas — they are going to
be difficult. That isgoing to be our hardest task — try to takesthose dl into consderation. As
Dee Dee sad ealier, our job here is equdizing people. Sometimes when you do that, you tend
to draw away from human dement. That iswhat | want to spend time on talking about. Thisis
not the right time — but let us think about it before we draw our find map that we will be
consdering. We have been bending over backwards on the African American community and
the Hispanic community because they are upper most on the minds of aawful lot of people
around thisnation. In doing so we have in affect ignored the growth of the API. | think they
presented to usacase. Itisavery good case. | think we need to weigh that case. That case
will make significant changes to the gppearance of the mep if we wereto do that. | think we
can do that. It will cause an awful lot of people to be upset because it will require the
movement of some of the lines— especidly what the north asked usto consder.  Just aswe
are doing with City Heights, we need to apply that same criteria to the northern part of the City
— the APl — acommunity of influence up there. | have no doubt that they will be influentid.

Commissioner Ulloa: | think the ideaof thinking out loud isagood idea. | think doing it in
relation to a map that we are looking at that time will be helpful too. At that timeit would be
gppropriate to discuss that particular philosophy or view. At some point anumber of us may
agree to disagree on someissues — that is part of the process too.
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Chairman Pesqueira: | think the vaue that we are going to present to the City should be
unanimous. We should not try to have a 2/5 or 4/3 type of vote. We dl kind of fed like we
have an idea of where each of us are moving by what has been said. If we can get that dl out
— the strength of our map will come from unanimity. | think it will befair. It may not befair to
individuds, but it will befair to the City of San Diego. If the magp is chdlenged, it will givethe
City Attorney’ s Office agood defendable position.

Operations Director Staa Heshimu: Regarding next week’s meeting we were bumped by Public
Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee who is hearing the Police Department’ s “ Use of
Force” Task Force Report and are expecting alarge crowd. Therefore, we have been moved
to the Committee room. We should be in the Committee Room next Thursday aswell. We
should be back herein the Council Chambers on Friday.

Chairman Pesqueria: If we possibly can Sart earlier in the day on Thursday and Friday — that
way we can hopefully have a good chance of getting a findized map out before midnight on
August 10". Tomorrow, hopefully, Mr. Cain will be here. Aswe deliberate, we are not going
to bring the public into our ddiberations. We will start at 4:00 p.m. on August 8", and on the
9" we will sart at 2:00 p.m., and on the 10" we will sart at 2:00 p.m. if necessary.

Commission Camarillo: 1 will support the extended hours to get the job done.
! Director Heshimu presented the City Heights Digtrict map.

Chairman Pesgqueria: Again, thiswas an exercise, and | remember when this was drawn, not by
me, but | remember when it was drawn. It had some interesting concepts.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION (Tape location: E015-224.)

Item 8: ADJOURNMENT:

The meeting was adjourned by Chairman Ralph Pesqueiraat 7:40 p.m.

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ACTION: (Tape location: E225.)
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