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Citizens Redistricting Commission
1130 K Street, Suite 101
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commissioners:

On behalf of the Tri-Valley City Councils, we wanted to express our desire that efforts
be made to keep our communities together during the process of drawing new
legislative districts for the Califomia State Senate and Assembly. We recognize the fact
that the Citizens Redistricting Commission has a unique and challenging responsibility,
but we believe that the Tri-Valley meets the criteria to be considered a community of
interest, and that our boundaries should be respected during the redistricting process.

The Tri-Valley region is spread over three neighboring valleys at the eastern end of
Alameda County and the southern end of Contra Costa County, and is comprised of the
adjacent cities of Livermore, Pleasanton, Dublin, San Ramon, and Danville. Despite the
fact that we are in two separate counties, our residents identify far more with the Tri-
Valley region than either Alameda or Contra Costa County. In fact, we believe that the
Tri-Valley can be considered a model for regional collaboration throughout the State of
California in many fraditional and non-traditional ways.

The Tri-Valley shares a common identity and spirit among its residents. Residents of
our five cities depend on the same transportation networks, we have similar
demographics and sources of employment, businesses have formed partnerships
throughout the area, our children play in the same sports leagues, and local
governments collaborate on a multitude of regional projects.

Some specific examples on how our five jurisdictions formally collaborate include the
Tri-Valley Transportation Council, which identifies and funds needed projects to relieve
congestion in our region. We are all partners in the Tri-Valley Housing and Opportunity
Center, which is an agency that jointly manages our five cities affordable housing
programs and services. Tri-Valley Community Television is another entity that focuses
solely on programming unique to our region. Other smaller agencies such as the Dublin
San Ramon Services District, Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority, and Zone 7
are entirely within the Tri-Valley. Our five City Councils meet together in joint sessions
on issues of regional concern every few months, while our Mayors, City Managers, and
staff meet both formally and informally several times a month to further solidify our
public partnerships.

Our cultural and economic life also revolves around the Tri-Valley community. For
instance, the Tri-Valley Convention and Visitors Bureau is a non-profit organization
dedicated to expanding tourism options amongst our five cities. Innovation Tri-Valley is
a private sector collaborative of leading businesses from the five cities to promote



economic development. The Tri-Valley Business Council is another entity that
represents private business interests in the five cities. Most significantly for our future,
the five Tri-Valley cities are partners in I-GATE (Innovation Green Advanced
Technology Excellence) with the Lawrence Livermore National Lab, Sandia National
Lab, other Tri-Valley businesses, non-profits, educational institutions, and government
agencies to collaborate on making our area a high-tech innovation hub, attract new
businesses, and expand educational opportunities.

The Tri-Valley has flourished over the years due to our tremendous cooperation, and
our region is poised for even greater excellence moving forward. However, in order to
continue to thrive and achieve our mutual goals, we must be able to continue working
together in close collaboration with legislators dedicated to the needs of the Tri-Valley.
We appreciate your consideration of our request that the Tri-Valley be considered a
community of interest, and we hope that the Commission will make strong efforts to
keep us together while drawing California State Senate and Assembly districts.

Sincerely,
R T Gi Do
Karen G. Stepper Tim Sbranti
Mayor, Town of Danville Mayor, City of Dublin
Marshall F(amenzit Jennifer Hosterman
Mayor, City of Livermore Mayor, City of Pleasanton

A

H. Abram Wilson
Mayor, City of San Ramon
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COALITION OF ASIAN PACIFIC AMERICANS FOR FAIR REDISTRICTING (CAPAFR)
CAPAFR — SAN FRANCISCO-SAN MATEO

Written Testimony to the California Citizens Redistricting Commission
Public Input Hearing: June 27, 2011 in San Francisco, C4

Good afternoon. My name is Carlo De La Cruz with the Asian Law Caucus. ALC is the nation’s
oldest legal and civil rights organization based here in San Francisco.

My testimony today is regarding the San Francisco and Northern San Mateo Assembly and
Senate maps. On the Assembly side, I would like to thank you for your preservation of
important communities of interest in the Visitation Valley, Excelsior, Mission, and greater
Chinatown areas. Also, thank you for your attention to the needs of the Daly City community by
keeping this area unified and whole in one legislative district.

However, we are concerned that the interests of the Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender
community are not fully respected in the proposed Assembly map for San Francisco. In
particular, the Haight-Ashbury, Twin Peaks, and Diamond Heights are separated from the rest of
the LGBT community in the adjacent Castro neighborhood. Please consider uniting these
important LGBT communities by placing them wholly in the Eastern SF Assembly district.

We are also concerned that the Asian American and immigrant communities in the Outer
Mission and Crocker Amazon neighborhoods have been separated from their neighbors in the
Excelsior and Visitation Valley area. As currently drawn, Quter Mission and Crocker Amazon
are in the Western SF District and are grouped with the neighboring communities of Ocean View
and West of Twin Peaks. Ocean View and West of Twin Peaks are very similar to each other
according to levels of educational attainment, languages spoken at home, and rates of
homeownership. However, Ocean View and West of Twin Peaks share little in common with
the Outer Mission and Crocker Amazon. We contend that the Outer Mission and Crocker
Amazon share much more in common with the Excelsior and Visitation Valley neighborhoods,
and should therefore be moved into the Eastern SF district.

Across this entire area of Quter Mission, Crocker Amazon, Excelsior and Visitation Valley, the
residents share many characteristics including foreign-born status, very low per capita income,
similar levels of educational attainment, as well as similar rates for unemployment, high density
of families with children under the age of 18, the presence of single-family, owner-occupied
homes, not to mention that these areas share the highest rates of foreclosure in the City.

In order to reach population equality, we would request that the Presidio, Marina, and Pacific
Heights neighborhoods be removed from the Eastern SF district.



On the Senate maps, we would like to note that the City of Daly City and parts of South San
Francisco would compose a very small minority of the Senate district that incorporates all of the
City of San Francisco. As drawn, the voice of the San Mateo residents will be highly
marginalized compared to the power of the San Francisco constituents. We urge the
Commission to consider this particular dynamic and to adjust the Senate lines accordingly.
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Alec White

San Anselmo, CA, 94960 ( é

Good evening ladies and gentlemen of the commission, I am Alec White, a high school
student from Marin Academy in San Rafael, Marin County. I previously spoke at the May 19"
meeting in Santa Rosa, and I am here today to advocate that you keep Marin and almost all of
Sonoma County in the same congressional district instead of placing Marin and Del Norte
County in the same district. These two counties are nearly a six hour drive from each other. Let’s
look at the counties inside the North Coast district. Mendocino County is mainly rural with an
economy based on wineries and tourism. Humboldt and Del Norte Counties have some small
cities and tourism based economies. These counties may be filled with sparsely populated
beautiful landscapes such as the Lost Coast you would want to vacation in but they are not filled
with suburban transplants from San Francisco who commute there for work. Marin and Sonoma
Counties are filled with suburban transplants from San Francisco, not rural residents with
economies based mostly on tourism.

Marin and Sonoma Counties fit well together as two suburban communities of interest
near San Francisco. Combined, they have around 735,000 people, only 33,000 above the
population for a congressional district. These 33,000 residents can easily be placed into a district
that represents the rural and agricultural residents of Napa and the North Coast. This leads me to
discuss the congressional district that combines Yuba City and Santa Rosa. Yuba City has an
agriculture based economy, is not connected to the San Francisco Bay Area and should be placed
in a district that combines the northern Central Valley, a mainly rural area with a few small cities
such as Redding. Santa Rosa has 160,000 people; that does not sound like a rural community to
me. It is a city filled with residents moving north from Marin County who will be connected to
Marin County by the proposed commuter SMART train. It is a city where I attended school for
one year. I did not attend school in Del Norte County, in fact, I never been to Del Norte County.

Overall, [ strongly believe that Marin and Sonoma Counties, including Santa Rosa should
be in the same district. They both share a delicate balance of agricultural communities, rural
coastal areas and vet the population is mostly in the category of suburban residents. They border
each other, instead of being a six hour drive away from each other. They are both in the same
region of the Bay Area, the North Bay. They belong in the same district. Thank you.
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J. Scott Schoeffel
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Lara Anderson
Mayor Pro Tem

Lisa A. Bartlett
William P. Brough
June 15, 2011 ' Steven H. Weinberg

VIA FACSIMILE, E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

Honorable Chairman

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street

Suite 154-A

Sacramento, California 95814

Re: City of Dana Point (“City”) Comments on the
Citizens Redistricting Commission’s (“Commission™)
First Draft of State Senate and Assembly District Maps

Honorable Chairman:

At its June 13, 2011 meeting, the Dana Point City Council (“DPCC”) voted unanimously to
object to certain state Senate and Assembly district boundaries proposed in the Commission’s
first draft of the district maps (“First Draft”). As part of that action the DPCC also unanimously
approved the attached Resolution, which opposes any state Assembly or Senate redistricting plan
that would (a) divide the City geographically and/ or (b) place the City outside of any state Senate
or Assembly districts that do not include our neighboring south Orange County cities.

The DPCC strongly feels that our entire city should be grouped with other south Orange County
cities for state Senate and Assembly purposes because of the common issues these cities face as
well as the strong working relationships and cooperative arrangements they have developed over
many, many years. Shared issues include, but are by no means limited to, ocean water quality,
regional transportation at both the local (Orange County Transportation Authority) and state
(Caltrans) levels, regional Jand use planning and affordable housing.

On behalf of the DPCC, I would strongly and respectfully request the Commission to reconsider
the state Senate and Assembly district boundaries proposed in the First Draft in view of the City’s
comments set forth above. If 1 or our City Manager, Doug Chotkevys, can be of any further
assistance or answer any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us at (949) 249-3513.

Sincerely,

9 Jestt Jebrsppel_

J. Scott Schoeffel
Mayor

Harbormg the Good Life



The Honorable Members of the California Redistricting Commission

The Honorable Dana Point City Council

Robert Ming, President, Association of California Cities — Orange County
Russell Kerr, Chairman, Dana Point Chamber of Commerce

Doug Chotkevys, City Manager, City of Dana Point

A. Patrick Munoz, City Attorney, City of Dana Point

Thomas G. Mauk, Chief Executive Officer, County of Orange



RESOLUTION NO. 11-06-13-02

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF DANA POINT, CALIFORNIA, OPPOSING ANY
PROPOSED REDISTRICTING PLAN THAT SPLITS THE
CITY AND/OR PLACES THE CITY OUTSIDE OF THE
DISTRICT INCLUDING OTHER SOUTH ORANGE.
COUNTY CITIES

The City Council of the City of Dana Point does hereby resolve as follows:

WHEREAS, on June 10, 2011 the California Citizens Redistricting Commission
released maps showing a proposed new redistricting for State Assembly and Senate
Seat purposes; and

WHEREAS, the proposal divides the City of Dana Point creating two districts
within its geographical boundaries: and

WHEREAS, the City Council is opposed to any redistricting which divides the
City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council believes the City should be included, in its entirety,
in the same districts for Assembly and Senate Seat purposes as the rest of what is
traditionally considered to be South Orange County based upon the similarity of issues,
and historical working relationships the City has with such other South Orange County
cities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the City Council of the City
of Dana Point as follows:

SECTION 1. The Council hereby formally opposes the redistricting proposal
released on June 10, 2011 and any other proposal by which the City is split into multiple
districts.

SECTION 2. The City Council hereby formally opposes the redistricting
proposal released on June 10, 2011, and any other proposal by which all, or any part of
the City is not included the same Assembly and Senate districts as most, if not all, of the
cities traditionally considered to comprise “South Orange County” are located.

SECTION 3. The Mayor and City Manager, and/or their designees are hereby
authorized to send letters and or appear at meetings, and paricipate in such other
lawful activities as they deem necessary and appropriate to advocate the above noted
positions on behalf of the City.



Resolution No. 11-06-13-02
Re-Districting
Page 2

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council
of the City of Dana Point, California, held on this 13" day of June, 2011, by the following
vote, to wit:

AYES: Council Members Bartlett, Brough, Weinberg, Mayor Pro Tem
Anderson, and Mayor Schoeffel

NOES: None
ABSENT: None

J. Scott Schoeffel, Mayor

ATTEST:

KATHY M. WARD, City Clerk
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Suizi Lin
Resident of Alameda County

Written Testimony to the California Citizens Redistricting Commission
San Francisco Public Input Hearing: June 27, 2011

Good evening Commissioners. [ testified before the Commission during the last Bay Area
hearing in Oakland, CA and apologize for being unable to personally testify before you
tonight. I have asked Nadia Hussain to read my testimony and respectfully thank you for
consideration despite my absence.

I have been a resident of Alameda County for almost 30 years, obtaining my education from
public schools in New Haven Unified School District of Union City and the University of
California Berkeley. After my graduate school eduation, I returned to work in Hayward, CA. 1
thank the commission for keeping Union City intact and wish to testify tonight to address the
neighboring cities of Ashland, Castro Valley, Cherryland, Hayward, San Leandro and San
Lorenzo.

Currently, the Commissjon’s draft Assembly and Senate maps split a community of interest
consisting of San Leandro, San Lorenzo, Cherryland, and Ashland. I ask the Commission to
unite these cities in a central Alameda County district. Ashland is currently an unincorporated
community with close ties to San Leandro, so much so, that it was known as San Leandro South.
Cherryland is an unincorporated community which appears on the Hayward U.S. Geological
Map. School age children in Ashland and Cherryland attend schools in San Leandro, San
Lorenzo, Hayward and Castro Valley. San Leandro has more in common with San Lorenzo,
Cherryland, and Ashland than with Oakland.

Additionally, residents of Ashland, Castro Valley, Cherryland, Hayward, San Leandro, San
Lorenzo, and Union City obtain medical care from Kaiser Union City, Kaiser Hospital in
Hayward and St. Rose Hospital in Hayward, Laural Grove Hospital in Castro Valley, and Eden
Medical Center in San Leandro.

Ashland, Castro Valley, Cherryland, Hayward, San Leandro, San Iorenzo and Union City
have overlapping school districts, religious institutions, ethnic shoping centers and cultural
activites. Many residents in this area, both Asian American and non-Asjan American, are

limited English speaking and need language assistance to access vital government services.

Thank you for your time.
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Lillian Galedo, Executive Director
Filipino Advocates for Justice
June 27, 2011

Good evening. My name is Lillian Galedo. I have lived in Alameda County for 35
years and have been the Executive Director of Filipino Advocates for Justice for
more than 30 years. FAJ started in Oakland in 1973, and opened an office in
Union City in 1982 to serve the Filipino community in mid and south Alameda
County. For more than 38 years, FAJ has served the more vulnerable in our
community. Ours is a community that is predominantly immigrant.

For the past several months FAJ has worked with the Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting to insure that the Asian community, which is now
more than 25% of Alameda County, be heard as a community of interest.

Over the past two decades we have seen the Asian Community in Central Alameda
County grow to be significant percentages of the cities of Union City, Hayward,
San Leandro, San Lorenzo and Castro Valley. Asians are 24% of the population in
both Hayward and San Lorenzo, 28% of San Leandro, 18% of Castro Valley, and
in Union City Asians are nearly 52% of the general population.

I’m here to ask the Commission to keep Union City, Hayward, San Leandro, San
Lorenzo and the unincorporated areas of Cherryland, Castro Valley and Ashland
together in the new Assembly, State Senate and Congressional districts for the next
decade. Except for Hayward, with a population of more than 141,000, all the other
cities are under 80,000 and should be kept intact.

These areas share a similar history in that they were primarily agricultural 50 years
ago, and were built out over the last 40 years. Asian Americans in Central
Alameda County have long shared the same churches, businesses, commercial and
recreational areas, non-profit infrastructure, and educational and cultural
institutions, in addition to a similar socio economic profile.

We have checked in with some of our local allies and know that they feel as we do
that the interests of residents of Central Alameda County would be best-served by
having a common representative at state and federal levels.
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Therefore, I recommend that the Commission keep Union City / Hayward / San
Leandro / San Lorenzo and the unincorporated cities of Ashland, Cherryland and
Castro Valley of Alameda County together as a community of interest.

Thank you for the opportunity to share my views today.

Hayward: API are 24% of pop. of 141k

San Lorenzo: API are 24% of pop of 23k

San Leandro: API are 28% of pop of 78k
Castro Valley: API are 18% of pop of 56k
Union City: API are nearly 52% of pop of 70k
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Redistricting Commission Hearing
June 27, 2011
Albert Wang

I testified before at the Oakland hearing on May 21%, and unfortunately, I could not attend
today’s hearing and have asked Emily Chang to provide my testimony.

As a resident of Fremont for over 30 years, I have strong ties to the community through the
Asian Pacific Islander American Public Affairs Association (APAPA), a statewide organization
promoting civic participation by Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders (AAPIs), and deeply
understand our communities of interest. I would like to ask the Commission once again to keep
together Fremont and Newark because of their similarities.

These areas have large AAPI populations, including many South Asian residents. Fremont
should be kept whole and placed in a district with Newark because fragmentation of these areas
means fragmentation of a large AAPI population. The residents of these areas have other ties,
such as being part of the Ohlone Community College, Union Sanitary District, Alameda County
Water District, and Washington Township Hospital service arcas.

I also ask the Commission to put Fremont and Newark with areas in Santa Clara County such as
Milpitas and Berryessa. As I have stated before, many of us from Fremont shop at Milpitas
Square, the largest Asian American center in the area, as well as the Great Mall. There are a lot
of similarities in terms of demographics (such as income level, ethnic mix, age), types of
business and industry, and the close proximity through highway 880 and 680.

As of now, the Commission’s draft Assembly and Congressional maps split the City of Fremont
and I strongly urge the commission to maintain the integrity of similar communities by keeping
Fremont, Newark, Milpitas, and the Berryessa area of San Jose within the same Assembly,
Senate and Congressional districts.

[%



CITY OF AMERICAN CANYON

June 13, 2011

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento CA 95814

RE: RELEASED FIRST ROUND OF PRELIMINARY DISTRICT MAPS
Dear Commission Members:

The Commission released its first visualization maps of the proposed districts and these visuaiizations
showed the City of American Canyon being separated from ail other cities in Napa County and placed in
a different Congressional Disfrict.

On June 7, 2011 the City Councii of the City of American Canyon adopted Resolution #2011-36 in protest
of this visualization. This Resolution was submitted as Public Comment to the Commission on June 8,
2011. On behaif of the American Canyon City Council, Councili Member Belia Ramos Bennett attended
the Commission meeting on June 9" to express the City's concern and to formally present the Council's
action.

When the first round of preliminary maps were adopted by a 14-0 vote of the Commission, the City of
American Canyon and its residents were very disappointed to note that there had been no changes to the
preliminary map for the Congressional District. Though the City Council had not addressed the Assembly
District visualizations, the same is true for both the Senate and the Assembly District Maps.

You might ask why this is such a concern? The City of American Canyon has been part of Napa County
since its incorporation in 1992; always in the same legisiative districts. With the assistance of our
legislative representatives and County officials, the City has spent an extensive amount of time and
resources to establish its identity in Napa County and to separate itself from the City of Vailejo by
obtaining its owns post office and zip code.

Being separated from the rest of Napa County in our representation would cause confusion on the part of
our residents. It would weaken our voice in conjunction with the common industries served and related
business infrastructure within the County. American Canyon businesses play a vital role to the premium
wine industries of Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma, and Napa Counties.

We, the City of American Canyon, and our residents strongly oppose being placed in a different
Congressional, Assembly or Senate District than the other cities/town in Napa County. We urge the
Commission to keep Napa County whole and within the same Assembly, Senate, and Congressional
districts.

Sincerely,
City Council of the City of 2

Leon Gargja,.Mayor
(e, =
. ) b J

= °
Cindy Cofféy, £guncil Member - Belia R. Bennett, Council Member Marl(J'osepzzﬁncil Member

igrican Canyon

.cityofamericancanyon.org
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With the criteria requiring that redistricting “respect counties, cities, communities of interest, and
neighborhoods, . . ... where possible” I offer these suggestions with respect to Napa County the
city of American Canyon.

Napa County is in the First Congressional district (DISTRICT) together with counties to the
West and Northwest and its State Senatorial and assembly districts are located within the
DISTRICT. American Canyon is of course within the County of Napa. Historically the
DISTRICT’s economy was and is agriculture. In the proposed redistricting, Napa County would
also be in a district whose economy is agriculture. However, the agricultural similarity between
the DISTRICT and proposed redistricting is in the name only. With the development of “wine
producing,” together with its accompanying tourist, economy in Napa, the County has more
“community of interest” with DISTRICT would have in the proposed district. The map I submit,
California’s Wine Growing Region, very dramatically illustrates this point as it places Napa
County in the North Coast region.'

The differences in “community interests” are further illustrated by the differences of the work
force in the two new proposed districts, Farm Workers, both permanent and migrant. This work
force is the foundation of the agricultural economy. Within the Migrant workforce, there are
those who migrate with their family and those who migrate unaccompanied by family.

Twenty some years ago, the farm workers® workforce, in all agricultural areas, was typically a
small permanent work force which worked full time supplemented by a Migrant workforce
mostly at the time surrounding harvest time. Today the Napa County’s workforce, and by
extension, the other wine growing regions’ work force has changed dramatically. These work
forces jumped still consist of a small workforce that works most of the years but the migrant
work force has an increase by two thirds in the months of late February and early March to
October and early November.> Although no follow up studies have been made which
confirming this workforce change, data collected by the Napa County Housing Commission on
the occupants of the Migrant Farm Worker Housing Centers for the past three years seem to
verify that this workforce change is permanent.’ These housing graphs are very pertinent because
they show the influx of migrant workers into the Napa arca. By conteast, the proposed flture
district for Naps County hes migrant farm worker housing for fimnilies. Because family migrants
include their children during their search for work and during their work, it stands to reason that
the proposed district’s workforce follows the peaking of the workers during August to
September, the time when children are not in attendance in school.

!, See Exhibit 1, California Wine Growing Regions, San Francisco Chronicle 1/19/2010.

2 See Exhibit 2, An Assessment of the Demand For Farm Worker Housing In Napa
County, California Institute for Rural Studies, p 41-43, March 2007, Ron Strochlic, et al.

3.. See Exhibit 3, Napa Community Housing Commission Migrant Farm Worker Housing
center reports.
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This latter conclusion is reinforced by the Operation of the OMS Migrant Family Housing
Centers, operated by the State of California, Department of Housing and Community
Development, Office of Migrant Services. * This map shows migrant farm worker housing,
which is only Family housing, operated by OMS and is only located in the Central Valley and the
Sacramento Valley and none is located in North Coast area including Napa County. Comparing
Exhibit 1 with Exhibit 4, lead to the unescapable conclusion is that there is no “community of
interest” between Napa County and the geographical areas in the proposed district with regard to
migrant farm worker housing.

This lack of “community interest” extends to family farm worker affordable housing. In
DISTRICT, there presently exists only one family farm worker affordable housing project, 15
units located in Lake County. Contrast this with the proposed district which has two farm worker
affordable housing projects. Both located in Yuba City, Sutter County. One project which
contains one hundred units consisting of a mixture of four bedrooms, three bedrooms, and two
bedroom units, owned and operated by a non profit organization. The other is a project owned
and operated by Yuba City a mixture of two and three bedroom units. Farm worker affordable
housing always meets with considerable resistance, and this includes the North Coast region and
the Sacramento Valley regions. Today most housing proponents suggest the reason for the
absence of farm worker affordable housing in the North Coast area is the increasing price of real
estate. This would place elected officials of the proposed district in an almost untenable position,
trying to format farm worker affordable housing solutions for two regions with totally different
“community interests,” different farm worker workforce and very different costs for establishing
such housing

An Assessment of the Demand For Farm Worker Housing In Napa County provides as brief, but
informative discussion on the problems associated with providing farm worker affordable
housing in Napa County.’ In the area of farm worker affordable housing, the State of California
places on each County and its existing cities the responsibility of providing such housing.
However, the state provides very few resources on how to accomplish this goal. One resource the
state has provided is permission for a County and its cities to address the problem jointly and use
each of their resources jointly in addressing and complying with the responsibility. Because of
the existing “agricultural preserve™ in Napa County, this tool is of utmost importance. By placing
American Canyon in a different district from Napa County, you will be removing probably the
most important tool they have in addressing the farm worker family affordable issue. Allowing
these two entities to jointly work on this issue, a solution may be found preserving the agriculture
preserve and its contribution to the continuing economical development of the area. Further such
a solution would provide some answers on how the state as a whole could develop other
agricultural preserves which would further the economical stature of the state.

*, See Exhibit 4, Map of OMS Migrant Family Housing Centers

5 See Exhibit 5, An Assessment of the Demand For Farm Worker Housing In Napa
County, California Institute for Rural Studies, p 28-31 March 2007, Ron Strochlic, et al.
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1 am aware that your redistricting efforts are franght with the possibility of forming redistricting
districts which lead to unintended consequences. However, your decision to separate Napa
County from DISTRICT and then further to separate American Canyon from a district which
includes Napa County leads to one intended consequence, no solution the farm worker adorable
housing for both families and migrants.

Thank you,
Louis Flores

Napa, CA. 94558
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adnﬁﬁs&aﬁvquwﬁersomd-wMYreponaﬂoﬁhciremphymMinmeirhome
emmty,evenifﬂxeyhavesubs!mﬁalnumbersofmrketsinNapaCounty. Thus, their
Napa County employees would be attributed elsewhere. Conversely, some multi-county
mployasheadqnmtaedh-omnﬂympoﬁdlofthehanploymemasthoughitisinNapa
Comty,wmﬁﬂxeyhamsigﬁﬁMnmbasofwmkasmployedmothercomﬁa

OneofﬂmmostranarkableﬂndingsofmporwdhhedfarmManloymemisthc
dramatic change over the past 15 yeusinthepattemofrepomdmonﬁﬂymployment.
NmOnIyMSpeakmonﬂllyempbymemmaeaseiwsubMalhmseswcmedm
e’verymomh.'lhe3-yearavaagesofmonﬂ:lyemploymentfor 1987-89 as compared with
2002-04 is shown in Figure 24. During the period 1987-89, peak monthly employment
wassigniﬂmﬂygm&athmanphymeﬂtdmingthcmhﬂeroﬂheym,jmpingby
two-ﬂnrdsasoompamdwﬂhthctwopreoedmgmonths However, by 2002-04, peak
employmemﬁtendsforsevemlmnths. And farm employment during every month
Mgm-Mmesmﬁﬂlygrmﬂ:mdnﬁngﬂwwﬁerpeﬁod,mparﬁcuhrin
Ap:ilandMay,whenitwasupbySO%.

Figure 24: Mouthly Farm Employment, 3-Year Average 1987-89 vs. 2002-04,
Napa County, California

/ E \\!‘ ' 2002-04 Avg
& - . m - 1087-89 Avg

2000

PRI

Th&nﬁmﬁngsmggeﬂﬂmﬂmemaybeasigniﬁcminmmseinthemberofmgm
or year-round farm laborers employed on Napa County farms. Similarly, peak
employmentdmingﬂ:egmpehawesthasmedbymmﬂmn 1,200 individuals

41
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during this 15-year interval, suggesting that there arc now many more short-term seasonal
workers during the recent period. :

As discussed previously, there are several shortcomings of these data. For example, the
QCEW reports indicate that just 12 Napa farm labor contractors reported hired workers in
2004. However, there were 41 farm labor contractors registered with the Napa County
Agricultural Commissioner as of December 20, 2005. Nearly haif (20) have out-of-
county business addresses. Some of those on the current list of registrants are vineyard
management companies that also operate a farm Iabor contractor business and are likely
classified as farm management companies, not labor contractors, in the QCEW file.

It is likely that some, if not most, of the out-of-county farm labor contractors atfribute
thehempIOymemmamthercmmty-hasmdyoffamlabmmarketimﬁmedimiesfor
the California Department of Industrial Relations that examined individual quarterly
employment reports for the year 2000 submitted by agricultural employers in
considerable detail, it was found that muiti-county firms normally attribute all of their
employment only to their headquarters county (Villarejo 2003). This can result in
substantial distortion of reported county-level employment if there are a significant
number of workers hired by multi-county agricultural businesses.

A-secondﬁndingoftheDIRrepoﬂwasthatmanyfarmlabmoommcm”ndfmm
managementﬁrmsself-idenﬁfytheirbusinessclassiﬁeaﬁonimonecﬂyw EDD, most
often indicating their business as a farm, not as an agricultural service business.
Examination of the year 2000 data for Napa County, which was studied in conjunction
udththeDmreporLshowthhiseﬁectmespwiaﬂysigmﬁemtmeapaComty
fmmmanagememﬁrms-empbymemmthiscategorywasunderstatedbyasmuchas
50% in the 3" Quarter 2000. Correspondingly, employment by grape farm operators was
significantly overstated, by as much as 30%. To illustrate the size of this effect, the data
for September 2000 is summarized in Figure 25.

Figare 25: Napa County Farm Employment, September 2000, Sclected SIC Codes,
QCEW Reports & Corrected Totals

Type of Employer Employment (QCEW) Employment (Corrected)
(SIC Code)

Grape Crop Farm 4,047 2,865

(0172)

Farm Labor Contractor 158 191

0761

Farm Management 1,725 2,874

(0762)

The obvious and rather striking conclusion illustrated in Figure 25 is that farm
employment reported by farm management firms in Napa County was very slightty
greater than the corresponding figure reported by grape farm operators. It is important to
realize that the total employment for the three SIC categories shown in Figure 25 remains
the same after correction. Only the SIC category for incorrectly classified eraployers has

o ®
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been reassigned. There were 17 employers that were misclassified: 16 should have been
categorizedasfannnmnagementﬁms,andonemafa:mlaborconm.

This example indicates that EDD QCEW reports of Napa County employment and
payroll for each of the categories of grape farm operators, farm labor contractors and
farm management companies are probably incorrect. However, total employment for all
three categories together is more reliable.

In 2000, these three categories of employers - grape farm, farm labor contractor, farm
management — accounted for 94% of reported farm employment in Napa County. The
only other category with significant numbers of workers in 2000 was

floriculture and nursery crop production (SIC = 0181), which accounted for just 2% of
Napa County farm employment.

Finally, it was also found in 2000 that at least 15 multi-county employers of farm labor
that were active in Napa County, incmdingfarmlaboreontraetors,fatmmagement
ﬁnnsandgmpefannoperaor&reporwddloftheircmploymninamtherwmw. Itis
mtknownwhethathisissﬁﬂasigniﬁcantreporﬁngpmblemforrwentyears.
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LAKE COUNTY : L : ; B a
Benmore Valley o _ . k. .HI..—.A S o § c
Clear Lake ) : i e ;
Guenoc Valley ) W
‘High Valley
Red Hills Lake County
EUODHZO COUNTY
6. Anderson Vailey
7. Cole Ranch
8. Covelo
o. DosRios
10. MeDaowel] Valley
11. Mendocine
12, Mendocino Ridge
13, Potter Vatley
14. Redwood Valley
15, Yorkville Highlands
NAPA COUNTY
16, MNapaValley
(Includes 17-30)
17. Chiles Valley
18. Diamond Mountain
19. Howell Mountain
20, Los Carneros
(Also in Senoma'Co.)
21. Mount Veeder
22. Atles Peak
23. Oak Knoll District s . .
of Napa Valley o e s ) R E R do Co}
24. Qalkville g : :
25, Rutherford
26. Saint Helena
27. Spring Mountain District
28, Stags Leap District
29, Wild Horse Valley
{(Also in Solano Co.}
30. Yountville
SOLANO COUNTY
31 Clarksburg
(Also in Sacramento
and Yelo Co.)
32. Solana County Green <m=mu«
33. Suisun Valley : X K " - . —
SONOMA COUNTY RS L ~ . FOOTHILLS AVA
34, Alexander Valley vl S
35, Bennatt Valley
36. Chalk Hill

ey A 2 NORTHERN
38. Knights Valley : . _ S . : CALIFORNIA

39. Northern Sonoma ) . .
40. Rockpile : . “ : HUMBOLDT COUNTY
41. Russian River Valley - ' ) : ) 1¢2, Willow Creek

42, Sonema Coast - e (Also in Trinity Co.)

43. Sonoma County SISKIYOU COUNTY
Green Valley 103, Seiad Valley

44, Sonoma Mountain TRINITY COUNTY
45. Scnoma Valley

LA a2 S

104, Trinity Lakes



CENTRAL
COAST

ALAMEDA COUNTY

67.
68.

MONTEREY COUNTY
69, Arroyo Seco
70, Carmel Valley
71, Chalone
(Alsc in San Benito
72, Hames Valley
73. Monterey
74. San Antonio
75. San Bernabe

Livermore Valley
San Francisco Bay
{Includes portions of
Contra Costa, San Bai
San Mateo, Santa Clafy
Santa Cruz, San Fran:
and Sclano counties).

76, San Lucas . .
77. Santa Lucia Highlanda
BAN BENITO COQUNTY
78, Cienega Valley
79, Lime Kiln Valley
8o, Mount Harlan
81, Pachecq Pass E
82. Palcines / )
83. San Benito : ™
SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY. -
84, Arroya Grande Valley *
85. Edna Valley ’
86. Paso Robles
B7. Santa Maria Valley
(Also in Santa Barbava
88. York Mountaln
SAN MATEO COUNTY -
89. Sants Cruz Mountainy

SANTA CLARA !
92, San Ysidro Distrigk
93 Senta Clara Valley:
SANTA CRUZ C

94. Ben Lomond Meu

Sources; California Wina
Institute; Vestra
Resources, Ina,

Map by Dennis Bolt,
Speclal to The Chronicle

{Also in Santa C

AN

San Dlego

w

ey

CENTRAL
VALLEY

MADERA COUNTY
51. Madera
{Alsc in Fresno Co)
SACRAMENTO COUNTY
52. Alta Mesa
53. Borden Ranch
{Also in San Joaquin Co}
54, Cosumnes River '
{Also in 8an Joaguin Co.)
55. Jahant
56, Lodi
{Also in San Joaquin Co.)
57. Sloughhouse
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
58. Clements Hills
59, Mokelumne River
69, River Junction
81 Tracy Hills
{Also In Stanislaus Co)
STANISLAUS COUNTY
62, Diable Grande
63, Salado Creek
YOLO COUNTY
84, Capay Valley
65. Dunnigan Hills
68, Merritt Island




State of California e Department of Housing and Community Development

Office of Migrant Services

OMS Migrant Family
Housing Centers




Figure 20: Demand for Additional Housing: Farmworkers Staying in or Near Napa
County
Additional Additional  Additional  Additional
rooms anits rooms units
Number of needed @ needed @ needed @1 needed @ 1
Employment farn 1.5 persons 1.5 pelsoxznév. person per  Person per

Status workers ~ perroom  perroom room room
Regular 2,621 109 27 983 240
Seasonal 1,093 232 57 596 145
Temporary 603 47 12 248 61

Total 4317 388 96 1,827 446

Should Napa County and its municipalities decide to increase housing options for
farmworkers currently commuting from non-edjacent counties, we estimate that an
additional 175 rooms (or 43 units at an average of 4.1 rooms per unit) are needed to bring
crowding levels to 1.5 persons per room, while an additional 999 rooms (244 units) are
needed to bring crowding levels to 1 person per room.

Figure 21: Demand for Additional Housing: Farmworkers Commuting from Non-
Adjaceat Counties :
Additional  Additional  Additional  Additional
rooms umits rooms units
Numberof needed@ needed @ needed @ 1 needed @ 1
Employment farm 1.5 persons 1.5 persons personper  personl per
TOOm

Status workers per room per room room

Regular 1,123 47 11 421 103

Seasonal 165 35 9 90 22

Temporary 1,185 93 23 488 119

Total 2,474 175 43 999 244
Affordable Housing

The need for more affordable housing for farmworkers is apparent, based on high rates of
crowding, difficulties paying rent and a reported inability to pay for basic needs such as
food and health care. This is clearly an issue with which Napa County has struggled for
many years, with no clear solutions. Attempts at providing affordable housing for
farmworkers in Napa County have faced a number of challenges, including
documentation requirements and housing costs that may be are often higher than what

spendanaverageofSZSOperadzﬂtpermomhforrmt. While it will be difficult for
affordable housing programs to compete with that figure, it will be important to take that
into account when developing future housing options for farmworkers. It is also
important to keep in mind that farmworkers already spend an average of 35% of their
income after remittances on rent.

”ﬂwwbaofﬁdiﬁqﬂmi&mmhﬂmdhsedmﬁeummtmwdavmgeof&l TOOMS per
unit.
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Competitive Housing Costs

Virtually all farmworkers come to the United States to work, save money and send
remittances to their families in Mexico and Central America. It is apparent that most are
willing to endure crowded and substandard housing conditions in exchange for lower
rent. Average farmworker housing costs are $250 per month. Efforts to improve
farmworker housing conditions will need to be competitive in order to atiract
farmworkers.

Family Housing

The assessment findings indicate that 40% of farmworkers live with a spouse and/or
children while working in Napa County. Of households with children, a relatively high
percentage (63%) include children and parents only. Nonetheless, 25% live with
extended family members, while 12% live in houscholds which include unrelated adults.
More affordable family housing is needed to obviate the need for families with children
to live with unrelated adults in order to pay the rent. The same is true for those living
with extended family members who would prefer to live in “nuciear” family situations.
Current farmworker housing programs provide options for undocumented
unaccompanied men and documented families. There is however a gap in services for
undocumented families. Additionally, 24% of households with children consist of three
or more children, indicating a need for three and four bedroom units.

Farm Labor Camps

The farm labor camps serve an important function, providing safe and clean housing,
nutritious meals and other important services for numerous farmworkers each year. They
provide housing for anyone employed in agricutture in Napa County, regardless of
immigration or documentation status and charge on a daily basis, eliminating the need for
security deposits and first/last month’s rent, which represent hardships for many
farmworkers. Farmworkers are responsible only for their rent, and are not dependent on
others for paying rent. A focus group discussion with farmworkers living in one of the
public farm labor camps indicated relatively high levels of satisfaction with conditions
there. Nonetheless, the labor camps appear to be most attractive to those that do not have
the option of sharing with family or friends. Focus group participants indicated that one
of the main reasons that they live in the labor camp is because they do not know anyone
with whom to share housing. Conversely, the main reasons they prefer to live in private
sector housing is greater independence and the ability to find cheaper housing, even if it
may be more crowded or of lower quality and not include food. In order for the farm
labor camps to continue to serve the important function that they do, they will need to
remain competitive with private sector housing costs.

Nearly one in four of the farmworkers that had never stayed at a farm labor camp was
unaware of their existence. During the course of conducting surveys with farmworkers
stayinginmotelsomsideofNapaCmmtyitbecameappmmtthatmanywereunawareof
the labor camps and expressed interest in learning more. Outreach among farmworkers
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living in these motels might prove especially fruitful. As noted, several farm labor
contractors expressed interest in being able to offer farmworkers information about
housing. In addition to direct outreach to farmworkers, indirect outreach through farm
labor contractors may present an efficient means of reaching that population as well.
Given that the farm labor camps already exist as a valuable resource for Napa County
farmworkers, and that they have faced low occupancy rates in the past, additional funds
10 support outreach might be a cost-effective way to capitalize on this resource.

The elimination of meals at the farm labor camps represents a possible option for
increasing occupancy rates at labor camps. A rough estimate of the cost of providing
meals at the public labor camps is approxi ly $6 per person per day.”' If existing
subsidies were to continue at current levels, the labor camps could potentially lower the
cost of staying there to $5 or $6 per night, which would no doubt make them significantly
more attractive to farmworkers.

There are however a number of challenges associated with eliminating meals that would
first need to be considered. The kitchens are commercial and therefore require
supervision by paid staff if residents were 10 use them on their own. Efforis to let
residents use kitchens in other counties have resulted in a number of problems, including
broken equipment and allegations of food theft. Not allowing the use of the central
kitchen couldresultintheuseofhotplatmandoookinginrooms, with its own set safety
and public health ramifications. Microwaves do however present an alternative to hot
plates.

Despite these challenges, it may be worth experimenting with that option at one of the
labor camps and monitoring the results over several seasons. While eliminating meals
would be preferable to closing the labor camps altogether, seeking additional public
and/or private funds in addition to Measure L is another approach to lowering the cost of
staying at public labor camps and increasing occupancy rates, while providing healthy
meals for farmworkers.

Housing for Temporary Workers

The assessment findings indicate that approximately 1,750 farmworkers work in Napa
County on a temporary basis, for less than three months out of the year. Employer
interviews indicated that housing for these workers was a priority need. In order to
supplement available housing at labor camps during peak periods, an option woith
exploring are the mobile farmrworker housing units that the California Human
Development Corporation is developing. These units can be transferred from region 1o
region based on need, potenti yallowingNapaComntytoshnreﬂxeircostswiﬂloﬂler

o ﬂatmlmﬂnﬁonisbasedmtheibﬂowing:oook=$l3.31ﬂ1wr@8hmn‘sperday160beds=81.77.
Food==S3.29pcrpersonperday.Uﬁ1itiﬁ=Sllday(verymmnlculaﬁonwexactﬁgmﬁnotavailab!e at
ﬁmeofpmducingﬂlisrepou).Tomlmﬁnmdoost=$ﬁ.06pu’personperday.
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Emergency Rental Assistance

Nearly one in three farmworkers reported difficulties paying their rent at some point
during the year, while one in eight were unable to pay their rent because a housemate
could not pay their portion. Most addressed that situation informally, seeking loans from
friends or family. This indicates an opportunity for the provision of more formal support
in the form of emergency rental assistance. This could come through the County or
nonprofit organizations, which may be less encumbered by the need to verify
documentation status. For example, Catholic Charities has an emergency rent program in
the Salinas Valley, a model that could be adopted in Napa County, or existing programs
could be bolstered to reach more of the farmworker population

Safe Communities

One of the most frequent concerns expressed by farmworkers was the safety of their
neighborhoods. While this is not an issue specific to farmworkers, farmworkers, like
most other residents of Napa County, care about these issues. This may represent an
oppertunity to organize farmworkers to promote safer neighborhoods and communities.

Information and Resources

‘While many farmworkers are familiar with the existence of housing assistance programs,
very few were able to name any of these programs or describe them in any detail. This
indicates a need for more outreach and education. At the same titne, a number of
farmworkers described poor housing conditions, but felt they lacked recourse to address
them. The nonprofit Center for Community Advocacy in Salinas has a successful
program educating farmworkers about housing options and providing them with the tools
to improve their housing situations. This is a model that Napa County may want to
consider exploring. Information about housing options could also be provided at venues
drawing large numbers of farmworkers, including flea markets and health and other
service fairs that are offered on a periodic basis.
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California Redistricting Commission Hearing
Testimony by Jennifer Pae

June 27, 2011

Good evening, my name is Jennifer Pae and | am testifying before you again today on behalf of the East
Bay Asian Voter Education Consortium (EBAVEC), the Alameda County regional partner of the Coalition
of Asian Pacific Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR). Similarly to the last time we saw you for the
Commission hearing in Oakland, there will be members of the coalition who received education from
CAPAFR that will be testifying again about their communities of interest and responding to the draft
maps that have been released.

Currently, there are over 457,000 Asian American and Pacific Islanders (AAPIs) in Alameda County.
AAPIs are one of the county’s most rapidly growing populations. We had previously provided maps
based on AAPI population density in Alameda County. The first concentration of AAPIs is in Oakland,
Alameda, and Berkeley. The second concentration of AAPIs is located in San Leandro, San Lorenzo,
Ashland, Cherryland, Hayward, and Union City. And finally, there is a third concentration of AAPis
located in Fremont and Newark.

The communities in which AAPIs live have shared needs for language access, have similar immigrant
backgrounds, and have common economic needs. AAPIs have common policy concerns around these
needs and interests that would be best-served if the areas in which they live are kept intact within the
same district. We are here today to ask the Commission to preserve these communities of interest by
joining Oakland, Alameda, and Berkeley as one Assembly district and San Leandro, San Lorenzo,
Cherryland, and Ashland as another Assembly district. In addition, we ask the Commission to keep the
city of Fremont whole with Newark and nearby areas in Santa Clara County.

CAPAFR will be submitting response Assembly and Senate maps this week that will provide specific
mapping changes that reflect our testimony.

We thank you for your time and hope that we may continue to work together in the best interest of the
community.



06.2%. L. H 1o,

Testimony of Diane Chin, Oakland Resident
Citizens Redistricting Commission Hearing in San Francisco
June 27, 2011

Good evening. I want to thank the Commission for this opportunity to testify before you
regarding the draft maps you have offered to the public and their potential impact on my
community in Alameda County.

My name is Diane Chin. I was born in and remain a current resident of Oakland. I am a civil
rights lawyer and community activist, and have worked with groups such as the Lawyers’
Committee for Civil Rights, Disability Rights California and Chinese for Affirmative Action. I
was involved in redistricting efforts at the local and state levels following the 1990 and 2000
Censuses. More recently, I participated in the community meetings organized by the Coalition
of Asian Pacific Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR) that helped produce the map that
was submitted by CAPAFR earlier in this process. '

I would first like to thank the Commission for keeping Oakland’s Chinatown whole. This
neighborhood is very diverse, with Chinese, Korean, Vietnamese and other Asian Americans
living, working and owning businesses there, and sharing a variety of interests and needs.

In response to the draft maps you have presented, I am testifying today to emphasize that
Oakland and the surrounding cities of Alameda and Berkeley have similar socioeconomic status,
educational, and other communities of interest among and across Asian American and Pacific
Islander, Latino, and African American residents. For racial and other under-served groups,
many of our residents in Oakland, Alameda and Berkeley rely upon critical social services
provided by government agencies and community groups that serve constituents across city lines.
Because of this and common cultural, political, and experiential histories and futures, Oakland is
best kept with Alameda and areas to the north such as Berkeley, rather than San Leandro and
areas 1o the south, for assembly representation.

I respectfully request that the final Commission maps acknowledge these communities of interest
and ensure that Alameda and the areas of Berkeley and Oakland designated in the CAPAFR map
are grouped in one assembly district to better serve our diverse populations and to ensure that we
can obtain fair and responsive representation.

Thank you for your time.
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OPPOSITION TO REDISTRICTING MAPS

Submitted by the City of American Canyon

Packet Includes:

City of American Canyon Resolution #2011-36
Napa Unified School Board Resolution #06-11
Letter from Keith Caldwell, Napa County Board of Supervisor
Letter from Paul Price, Napa County Transportation Commission Executive Director
Letter from City of Napa City Council

Staff Report, Draft Resolution, and Agenda from the City of St Helena
will be considered on June 28, 2011

Letter from Napa Chamber of Commerce
Letter from Myrna Abramowicz and Tony Norris, Napa County Parks & Open Space
Email from Eve Kahn, with Draft Letter from Susan Archer, North Bay Association of Realtors President

Email from Deborah Castles, MicGrath Properties Vice President



RESOLUTION #2011- 3(¢

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AMERICAN CANYON
PROTESTING THE “VISUALIZATION” MAPS OF THE CITIZENS REDISTRICTING
COMMISSION PLACING THE CITY OF AMERICAN CANYON IN A DIFFERENT
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT THAN ALL OTHER NAPA COUNTY CITIES

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Voters FIRST Act (Act), after a lengthy, non-
partisan selection process the California State Auditor randomly selected the first eight
members from a qualified pool to join the first Citizens Redistricting Commission
{Commission) on November 18, 2010 with the final six members selected and approved
on December 15, 2010; and '

WHEREAS, the Commission must draw the district lines in conformity with strict,
nonpartisan rules designed to create districts of relatively equal population that will
provide fair representation for all Californians; and

WHEREAS, the Commission released its first visualization maps of the proposed
districts; and

WHEREAS, these visualizations show the City of American Canyon being separated
from all other cities in Napa County and placed in a different Congressional District; and

WHEREAS, the City of American Canyon has been part of Napa County and
Congressional District 1 since its incorporation in 1992; and

WHEREAS, with the assistance of our congressional representatives and County
officials, the City has spent an extensive amount of time and resources to establish its
identity in Napa County and to separate itself from the City of Vallejo by obtaining its
owns post office and zip code; and

WHEREAS, this separation of the City of American Canyon would cause confusion on
the part of our residents; and

WHEREAS, the City of American Canyon strongly encourages the Commission {o keep
County and regional areas together and consider the common industries served and
related business infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, the City of American Canyon strongly opposes the proposal of being
placed in a different Congressional Disfrict than the other cities/town in Napa County
and urges the Commission to keep Napa County whole and within the same district;
and

WHEREAS, American Canyon businesses play a vital role to the premium wine
industries of Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma, and Napa Counties; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires Council Member Belia Bennett to represent and
speak on behalf of City.



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
AMERICAN CANYON, that the City Council of the City of American Canyon strongly
opposes the proposal of being placed in a different Congressional District than all other
cities/town in Napa County and urges the Commission to keep Napa County whole and
within the same Congressional District.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Council Member Belia Bennett be authorized to
represent and speak on behalf of the City of American Canyon.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council on the
7th day of June 2011, by the following vote:

Mayor Garcia:

Vice Mayor Bennett:
Councii Member Bennett:
Council Member Coffey:
Council Member Joseph:

Leon Garcia, Mayor

ATTEST, APPROVED AS TO FORM:
[ ﬁﬁ Lo LA A

Rebekah Barr, CMC, City Clerk William D. Ross, City Attorney




Office of Supervisor Keith Caldwell
District 5

Naia CA 94559

A Tradition of Stewardship
A Commitment to Service

June 8, 2011

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: 15T CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT - THE CITY OF AMERICAN CANYON MUST REMAIN
INTACT WITH ALL OF NAPA COUNTY

Dear Commission Members:

I strongly urge you to reconsider severing the city of American Canyon from the 1st Congressional
District. The Commission’s “visualized boundary” would weaken the ties I and many others have
fought very hard for to build for decades between American Canyon and the rest of Napa County.

I was raised in American Canyon and worked for 30 years for the American Canyon Fire Department —
the last 17 years as Fire Chief. In 2008, | was elected to the Board of Supervisors with a major goal of
improving the relations between the city of American Canyon and the County and raising the visibility
and influence of American Canyon as an equal partner in Napa County affairs.

There is history that Commission Members need to know before driving a wedge between the City and
County and risk undoing many years of work to bring the two jurisdictions together.

In 1992, American Canyon incorporated as a city. The break from the County was largely precipitated
by the County using the area for years as a repository to satisfy its low-income housing state mandate
with seemingly little regard for the future and well-being of its residents. A deep distrust and anger
between the residents and County grew out of this situation and existed for years after the break, until
several years ago when both the City and County began to reach out and seek compromise on issues
that mutually benefited both jurisdictions. In 2009, the City and County finally resolved a decades old
dispute and reached an agreement to settle a border dispute that would allow American Canyon to
develop a city center and allow the County to preserve open space. More agreements have followed,
such as road improvements to better transport wines grown and bottled in the rest of Napa County to
the integral warehouses in American Canyon, where they are then transported throughout the world.
American Canyon has become a critical part of Napa’s supply chain. Its economic interests are
intermingled, as are its social and governmental interests.

The Commission Members must also understand that the City of American Canyon has been battling
since its birth in 1992 to forge an identity as part of Napa County. Our Congressman, Mike Thompson,



fought for a decade on behalf of the American Canyon’s 16,000 residents to get the U.S Postal Service to
issue the City its own zip code. American Canyon had been lumped in with Vallejo's zip code for years.
Last year, Congressman Thompson fought a successful two-year battle with the U.S, Postal Service,
which threatened to close the city’s tiny post office. This is a city that has fought hard for any all
recognition it now enjoys. It is just now blossoming and becoming an equal partner with the other
jurisdictions in Napa County.

In closing, 1 cannot stress enough the importance of Commission Members understanding the history
of Napa County before cutting off an integral piece and lumping it with another Congressional district.
Tagain strongly urge the Commission Members to reconsider its “visualized boundaries” and keep the
City of American Canyon and the rest of Napa County as one,

e

eith Caldwell
Napa County Board of Supervisors
District 5




A RESOLUTION OF THE NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD OF
EDUCATION QPPOSING THE PLACEMENT OF THE CITY OF AMERICAN
CANYON IN A DIFFERENT LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT THAN ALL THE OTHER
CITIES/TOWN MAKING UP THE NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT.

RESOLUTION 06-11

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Voters FIRST Act (Act), after a lengthy, non-partisan selection process the
California State Auditor randomly selected the first eight members from a qualified pool to join the first Citizens
Redistricting Commission (Commission) on November 18, 2010 and with the final six members selected and
approved on December 15, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the Commission must draw the district lines in conformity with strict nonpartisan rules designed to
create districts of relatively equal population that will provide fair representation for all Californians; and

WHEREAS, tiie Commission released its first visualization maps of the proposed districts; and

WHEREAS, these visnalizations show the City of American Canyon being separated from all the other cities and
town in Napa County, and placed in a different Congressional District; and

WHEREAS, Napa Valley Unified Schoo! District boundaries incorporate the cities of American Canyon and Napa,
and the Town of Yountville; and

WHEREAS, the Napa Valley Unified School District represents a Community of Interest as defined in
Section 2(d)(4) of Article XX1 of the California Constitution; and

WHEREAS, a fragmented representation of the Napa Valley Unified School District in the slate Senate, state
Assembly and the U.S. House of Representatives weakens the ties to our legislators and legislative support for
School District wide initiatives and priorities; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE NAPA VALLEY
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT, that the Board of Education strongly opposes the proposal of placing the City of
American Cauyon in different legislative districts than all other cities/town in Napa County and urges the
commissjon to keep Napa County whole and within the same legislative district.

REGULARLY PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY JUNE 23, 2011.

AYES: 0
NOES: &
ABSTAIN: /
ABSENT: <&
APPROVED:
W S
Presifiént of tlie Goveming Board Secretapy of fhe Board of EducatipgroT the

Napa Valley Unified School District Napa Valleyf Unified School Digtridt



Rebekah Barr

From: Michael Throne

Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 8:26 AM

To: Rebekah Barr

Subject: FW: Letter from North Bay Assoc of Realtors
Attachments: reapportionment letter.doc

For the record.

From: BELIA Ramos BenneTT NN

Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 5:07 PM
To: Michael Throne
Subject: FW: Letter from North Bay Assoc of Realtors

Another one

From: Eve Kahn —

Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:16 PM
To: h

Subject: Letter from North Bay Assoc of Realtors

Belia- the attached letter is pending NorBAR director approval and signatures. Just a preview so you know we
are supporting your efforts to bring AmCyn back into the districts with rest of Napa County.

Regards, Eve Kahn




June 23, 2011

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P St., Suite 154A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commissioners;

The North Bay Association of REALTORS® is a 2900 member four county trade organization
representing members in Sonoma, Lake, Napa and Mendocino counties. following a review of
the 1% Draft maps, we would like to provide you with some comments and concerns regarding
community of interest in Napa County:

We have a significant concern regarding the separation of American Canyon from the
rest of Napa for the Assembly, Senate and Congressional Districts. American Canyon
began as a residential growth area in the unincorporated section of Napa County.
Following the incorporation of American Canyon, city and civic leaders have worked
diligently to create an identity and linkages to the rest of Napa County. The proposed
maps works to undermine these efforts by placing American Canyon with Marin and
Southern Sonoma in a Marin Assembiy District, by placing American Canyon with Marin
and Southern Sonoma in a North Coast Senate District and by piacing American Canyon
as the only part of Napa in a Solano and Yolo County Congressional District.

The Citizens Redistricting Commission has indicated that one of their core values is
keeping communities of interest together. We assert that separating American Canyon
from the rest of Napa County does not support this core value. We respectfully ask that
American Canyon be included with the remainder of Napa County in the Assembly, State
Senate and Congressionai Districts.

Sincerely,

SUSAN ARCHER
President
North Bay Association of REALTORS®



Rebekah Barr

From: Michael Throne

Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 8:26 AM

To: Rebekah Barr

Subject: FW: Cilizens Redistricting Commission: lssues Regarding City of American Canyon ( pls

comment or correct} thanks, Deborah

Another to place in the record.

rrom: BELIA Ramos BeNNETT (NN

Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 5:05 PM

To: Michael Throne
Subject: FW: Citizens Redistricting Commission: Issues Regarding City of American Canyon ( pls comment or correct)

thanks, Deborah

From: Deborah Castles GGG

Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:15 PM
To: Belia Ramos Bennett
Subject: Citizens Redistricting Commission: Issues Regarding City of American Canyon ( pls comment or
correct) thanks, Deborah

{ adies and Gentlemen: This letter is written in support of the City of American Canyon's position regarding redistricting
and in opposition to the CRC's initial proposal that the City of American Canyon be separated from all other cities in Napa
County and placed in a different Congressional District. As the owner and developer of a large multi-phase residential
and commercial project on property that has recently been annexed to the City of American Canyon, we strongly believe
that the City of American Canyon must remain integrated with Napa County so that issues as disparate as infrastructure,
traffic and affordable housing can be addressed by a community that is united by zip-code, congressional representative,
and economic resources. By way of example, a state of the art high school was recently built in American Canyon for
Napa County students. The students in the new high school, like the citizens of American Canyon, relate to the Napa
Valley not the City of Vallejo as their larger community. We believe that the future economic success of American Canyon
is tied in great measure 10 its relationship with the premium wine industry. These regional trade issues are much better
served with unity of elected representation. As stated by the CRC in its notice of Public Input Hearing, "When voters with
similar interest are drawn into a district together, their voices multiply giving them a greater opportunity to express their
views, elect candidates of their choice and hold their leaders accountable.” Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Deborah M. Castles
Vice President
McGrath Properties, Inc.

QOakland, CA
94608-3620
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June 15, 2011

MAYOR/CITY COUNCIL

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

To Whom It May Concern:
| write to urge you to reconsider the idea of splitting Napa County in the process of redistricting.

To place American Canyon, or any portion of our county, in a separate assembly, state senate or
congressional district would do harm to our communities and our regional economy. For many years, all
of the local governments in Napa County have worked together in our planning for housing,
transportation, economic development and use of resources. Our economy county-wide is largely based
on the premium wine industry and related hospitality, and when legislation is proposed that would
impact our economy, we speak with a unified voice in Sacramento and in Washington. To separate a
portion of our county would endanger our ability to work cooperatively on important issues.

The people of the City of American Canyon have worked tirelessly for more than 20 years to establish
their community as a gateway to Napa Valley and to identify their city as an integral part of Napa
County. To place American Canyon in a different legislative district from the rest of Napa County at this
time would be a major setback.

On behalf of our City Council, | respectfully request that the Redistricting Commission give the
appropriate value to county lines and community identity and revise the draft map to keep ali of Napa
County in the same legislative district on the state and federal level.

u:%yo{ Juliana Inman, Councilmember

v
Peter Mott, Counc:lmem ark vanGorder Councilmember

Smcerely,

\JwL |2

Jill Techel, Mayor




STAFF REPORT

DATE: June 28, 2011

To: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Karen Scalabrini, Interim City Manager
RE: Resolution opposing the visualization maps of the citizens Re-districting

Commission placing the City of American Canyon in a different Congressional
District than all other Napa County Cities

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with the Voters First Act and after a lengthy non-partisan selection process the
California State Auditor randomly selected the first eight members from a qualified pool to join
the first Citizens Redistricting Commission on November 8, 2010 with the first final six
members selected and approved on December 15, 2010.

The Commission must draw district lines in conformity with strict, nonpartisan rules designed to
create districts of relatively equal population that will provide fair representation for all
Californians.

DISCUSSION/ANALYSIS:

The Commission released it first visualization maps of the proposed districts which show the
City of American Canyon separated from all other Cities in Napa County and in a different
Congressional District.

Mayor Britton has requested the Council support the City of American Canyon m their efforts to
remain a part of the current Congressional District.

RECOMMENDED COUNCIL ACTION:

Adopt Resolution opposing the visualization maps of the citizens Re-districting Commission
placing the City of American Canyon in a different Congressional District than all other Napa
County Cities.

ATTACHMENTS/EXHIBITS:

Memo from American Canyon Councilmember Ramos
Letter from NCTPA
Resolution

\ShiData\Admm\Agenda Staff R eports\A genda Staff Reports 201 1'\June 28, 201 1'"AmCan Redistncting doc
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CITY OF ST. HELENA

RESOLUTION NO.

OPPOSSING THE VISUALIZATION MAPS OF THE CITIZENS RE-
DISTRICTING COMMISSION PLACING THE CITY OF AMERICAN
CANYON IN A DIFFERENT CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT THAN ALL

OTHER NAPA COUNTY CITIES
RECITALS

A. The Citizens Redistricting Commission released its first visualization maps of the proposed
districts showing the City of American Canyon being separated from all other Cities in Napa
County and placed in a different Congressional District.

B. The City of American Canyon has been part of Napa County, Assembly District 7,
Congressional District 1, and Senate District 2 since its incorporation in 1992.

C. With the assistance of our congressional representatives and County officials, American
Canyon has spent an extensive amount of time and resources to establish its identity in Napa
County and to separate itself from the City of Vallejo by obtaining its owns post office and zip
code.

D. American Canyon is vital to the agricultural preserve of Napa County and its businesses play
a vital role to the premium wine industries of Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma, and Napa Counties.

E. Highway 29, which is the lifeline to the Napa Valley, runs through the center of American
Canyon and to change the representation and separate American Canyon which is the center of
the most serious traffic congestion would be devastating for future assistance.

RESOLUTION

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of St. Helena resolves as follows:

1. That all due consideration be given to maintaining Napa County representation within one
consistent Congressional, State Senate and State Assembly District.

Approved at a Regular Meeting of the St. Helena City Council on June 28, 2011 by the following
vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTEST:



Delford Britton Delia Guijosa
Mayor City Clerk



Mayor: Del Britton

Vice-Mayor: Sharon Crull

City Council: Catarina M. Sanchez
Peter White

Ann Nevero

AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
ST. HELENA CITY COUNCIL
VINTAGE HALL BOARD ROOM - SECOND FLOOR
465 MAIN STREET, ST. HELENA
JUNE 28, 2011 - 6:00 P.M.

PLEASE NOTE: Any person who wishes to speak regarding an item on the agenda
or make a comment under the “Oral Communication” portion of the agenda may
voluntarily complete a “Speaker Card” and submit it to the City Clerk BEFORE
that portion of the agenda is called. Speaker cards are available on the table in back
of the room. Please observe the time limit of three minutes.

Prior to the meeting the public may review available information at City Hall or at the
George and Elsic Wood Public Library.

1. Appeal. A person who is dissatisfied with a decision of the City Council may have the
right to a review of the decision by a Court. California Code of Civil Procedure Sections
1094.5 and 1094.6 generally limit the time within which a decision of the City Council
may be judicially challenged. If a person challenges a decision in Court, he or she may be
limited to raising only those issues that were raised at the Public Hearing described in this
notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to, the
Public Hearing.

Special Assistance for the Disabled. In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities
Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact City Hall,
(707) 967-2792. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting wiil enable the City to make
reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting (28 CFR35.102-35.104
ADA Title II). However, City staff will attempt to assist at any time with accessibility.
The City Clerk has equipment to assist those with a hearing impairment.

Council Action. All agenda items as listed are intended to give notice to members of the
public of a general description of the items or matters to be discussed or acted upon. Any
particular item, matter, or recommended action represents staff’s recommendation to the
City Council, or the general nature of the item or matter as requested by Council. The
City Council may take any action within its authority which it deems to be appropriate on
the agenda item and is not limited in any way by any recommended action.




Closed Sessions. The City Council will convene in Open Session at the stated time, but
will then adjourn to any Closed Sessions(s) listed on the agenda. The public is invited to
address the Council with comment on any listed Closed Session item immediately prior
to Council’s adjournment into Closed Session or consistent with any other provisions
permitting public comment. The Council will reconvene in Public Session at 7:00 p.m.
At that time, if appropriate and as required under the Brown Act, any actions taken
during the preceding Closed Session will be announced. If necessary, the Council may
reconvene in Closed Session to continue discussion of listed items following the
completion of other business.

Public Testimony Procedures. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3, the
public may address the Council on each agenda item during the Council’s consideration
of that item as follows:

s Addressing the Council generally. Before testifying 1t would be appreciated
if speakers would identify themselves; however, name and address is optional.
The purpose of public testimony is for Councilmembers to benefit from the
views of the public. Comments from the public should be directed towards the
Council. Councilmembers and staff generally avoid entering into a dialogue
with members of the public who may address the Council.

e Public comment on agendized items. Members of the public are entitled to
speak on any item on the agenda either immediately after the item is called by
the Mayor or during a Public Hearing on the subject matter opened by the
Mayor. Each person is entitled to speak on any agenda item only once at any
meeting, and the right to speak at the appropriate time waives any further right
to address the Council on that item at that meeting. Participation in debate on
any item before the Council shall be limited to members of the Council,
although Councilmembers may ask members of the public for additional
information.

s Public comment on unagendized items. Members of the public are entitled
to speak on matters of municipal concern not on the agenda during Public
Forum. Please refer to the procedures under Item 7, Public Forum.

e Time limit. Each person’s comments shall be limted to 3 minutes, except as
provided below regarding land use Public Hearings.

o Addressing Council at land use Public Hearings. The applicant at a land
use Public Hearing shall be permitted to address the Council for 15 minutes
following the staff report. If there is a spokesperson for the opposition, the
spokesperson shall be permitted to speak for 15 minutes. All other speakers
will be limited to 3 minutes each. Applicant shall be permitted 5 minutes at
close of public comments for rebuttal.

¢ Presentation by spokesperson. Whenever any group of persons wishes to
address the Council on the same subject matter, it shall be proper for the
Mayor to request that a spokesperson be chosen by the group to address the
Council, and, in case additional matters are to be presented at the time by any
other member of the group, to limit the number of persons addressing the
Council so as to avoid unnecessary repetition before the Council.



5.

e Irrelevant testimony. The Mayor shall rule out of order any testimony not
relevant to the agenda item then under discussion.

¢ Items submitted after packet distribution, Materials related to any item on
the Agenda submitted to the Council after distribution of the agenda packet
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s Office at 1480 Main
Street, St. Helena, CA during normal business hours and placed with the
agenda at the back of the Council Chamber prior to the start of the meeting.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL

REPORTS BY STAFF AND CITY COUNCIL AND FUTURE AGENDA
ITEMS: Reports by staff and/or Councilmembers on items of general interest or
action taken during Closed Session. Brief questions for clarification may be posed
and answered, and Councilmembers may request that items be placed on a future
agenda. Except under certain circumstances, the Brown Act prohibits any other
discussion or action by the City Council.

PUBLIC FORUM: Members of the public are entitled to speak on matters of
municipal concern not on the agenda during Public Forum. Each person’s comments
shall be limited to 3 minutes. Each person is entitled to speak on any non-agendized
item only once at any meeting. Brief questions by Councilmembers for clarifications
may be posed and answered, and Councilmembers may make requests that items be
placed on future agendas, but in accordance with State Law, no substantive discussion
or action may take place unless and until the matter properly appears on the agenda.

PRESENTATIONS AND PUBLIC RECOGNITIONS

CONSENT ITEMS: Members of the Council or the public may ask that any items be

10.

11.

considered individually for purposes of considering alternative action, for extended
discussion, or for public comment. Unless that is done, one motion may be used to
adopt all recommended actions. (Roll Call Vote)

City Council Special Minutes of June 14, 2011 Recommended Action: Approve

City Council Regular Minutes of June 14, 2011 Recommended Action: Approve

Planning Commission Action of June 21, 2011
Recommended Action: Note and File

Parks and Recreation Minutes of April 25, 2011
Recommended Action: Note and File

Resolution Approving Return in Base Salary for the City Manager, Department
Heads, and Mid Management Employees Recommended Action: Adopt

Resolution Approving Agreement with Water Ways Consulting Inc. to Provide Post
Construction As-Built and Performance Monitoring and Reporting for the St
Helena Flood Control Project Recommended Action: Adopt




12. Adoption of Ordinance Amending Section 02.12.020 of the St. Helena Municipal
Code Pertaining to City Manager Qualifications Recommended Action:  Adopt

13. Resolution Approving an Agreement between the Housing Authority of the City of
Napa for Affordable Housing Services through June 2012

Recommended Action: Adopt

14. Resolution Opposing the Visualization Maps of the Citizens Re-districting
Commission Placing the City of American Canyon in a Different Congressional
District than all Other Napa County Cities Recommended Action: Adopt

15. Resolution Adopting an Annual Budget for the City of St. Helena for Fiscal Year
Ending June 30, 2012 Recommended Action: Adopt

PUBLIC HEARINGS

16. None

SCHEDULED MATTERS

17. Review of Public Records Request from Lester Hardy Regarding City Manager
Employment Agreements and Review of Costs Associated with Public Records
Requests at the Request of Mayor Britton

18. Update Regarding St. Helena Comprehensive Flood Control Project; FEMA LOMR
Application Summary, and the Brotemarkle Flood Project (Public Works Director)

19. Review of Draft Request for Proposals (RFP) for the City Owned Adams Street
Property (Interim Planning Director)

20. Report from Housing Committee Regarding Response to Council Directives
(Interim Planning Director)

21. Request from Montessori School and Nimbus Arts Center, 880 College Avenue, for
Civic Improvement Fee Credit (Public Works Director)

22. Review of Request from Climate Protection Task Force (CPTF) for Task Force
Structure Change and Approval of Resolution Regarding Structure Change and
Approving Staff Support (Public Works Director)

23. Resolution Appointing Members to the Climate Protection Task Force (Interim
City Manager)

24. Resolution Appointing Members to the Library Board of Trustees (Interim City
Manager)

25. Resolution Appointing Members to the Parks and Recreation Commission (Interim
City Manager)

26. Resolution Appointing Members to the Tree Committee (Interim City Manager)



CLOSED SESSION

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--EXISTING LITIGATION
(GC Section 54956.9(a)) Dennis Hunter vs. City of St. Helena (claim)

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--EXISTING LITIGATION
GC Section 54956.9(a)) Argonaut Constructors vs. City of St. Helena (claim)

Conference with City Negotiator (City Manager)
Negotiations with Police Officers Association (POF)
Brown Act Section: 54957.6

Conference with Negotiator (City Manager)
Negotiations with St. Helena Employees Association (SHEA)
Brown Act Section: 54957.6

ADJOURNMENT

The next Regular City Counci] Meeting is scheduled for July 12, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. in the
Vintage Hall Board Room located at 465 Main Street. This agenda was posted at City Hall,
1480 Main Street and at Vintage Hall, 465 Main Street, St. Helena, California at 4:30 p.m.
on Thursday, June 23, 2011.

Delia Guijosa, City Clerk



June 17, 2011

Commissioners

Citizens Redistricting Commission
1130 K Street, Suite 101
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Napa County’s Congressional, State Senate, and Assembly Districts

Dear Commissioners;

i write on behalf of the Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency to ask that all due
consideration be given to maintaining Napa County representation within one consistent Congressional,
State Senate, and State Assembly District. The transportation and planning needs of our small county
are best represented by a consistent voice and not bifurcated amongst many representatives. We in the
Napa region have been working aggressively to bring our county together in making transportation and
planning decisions, and more recently housing needs assessments, in a unified and thoughtful manner.
This reguires an ability to discuss our unigue issues of being an agricultural county, within the larger San
Francisco Bay area, to representatives who understand the complex physical and political environment
in which we must survive and sustain ourselves. To split this unique Napa perspective among too many
representatives unfairly dilutes our effectiveness in meeting our transportation and planning goals and
significantly increases our cost to bring our message to our representatives.

The Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency is a Joint Powers Agency comprised of all of the
political jurisdictions within Napa County. Our Board of Directors is made up of City Council members,
Mayors, and members of the County Board of Supervisors who came together to solve transportation
and pianning issues regionaily.

Sincerely, P s
L -
/::/ -. ;,/“)/
it W ,
Paul W. Price

Executive Director

Cc: Senator Noreen Evans
Assembly Member Michael Allen
NCTPA Board Members

Member Agencies: Calistoga, St. Helena, Yountville, City of Napa, American Canyon, County of Napa
Napa County Transportation & Planning Agency
Napa Valley Transportation Authority



NAPACveree
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Supporting a sustainable future | Representing business to government | Engaging in pelitical action

June 27, 2011

Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Keep City of American Canyon with Napa County in all Proposed Districts
Dear Commission Members:

The Napa Chamber of Commerce strongly urges you to reconsider severing the City of American
Canyon from the rest of Napa County in all the proposed districts. American Canyon,
incorporated in 1992, has put in much time and effort to be recognized as a part of Napa
County. The Commission’s “visualized boundary” would undermine these years of effort and
weaken what needs to be a strong tie between American Canyon and the rest of Napa County.

American Canyon serves as the southern gateway into Napa County, for residents, tourists and
commerce. American Canyon’s roads are a critical transportation link for Napa County’s
residents to get to and from their jobs; tourists to get to and from our world-famous Napa
Valley; and our key industry’s wine and grapes to get to market. Additionally, more and more
warehouses in American Canyon are now occupied by the wine industry. The City has become
a critical part of Napa County’s supply chain. In addition, the City of American Canyon is an
important urban center that, along with the other cities, allows the County to preserve its open
space and maintain its agricultural preserve. Itis clear that American Canyon and Napa
County’s economic interests are inextricably linked.

it is very important that Commissioners understand the importance of American Canyon to the
rest of Napa County before lumping it with another Congressional, Senate, Assembly and State
Board of Equalization district. Again, we strongly urge that you reconsider your “visualized
boundary” and keep Napa County whole.

%/L/— /

Ryan Gregory Lisa Batto, ACE
Chairman of the Board President & CEQ

I o CA 94559 |



Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-a
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: RECOMMENDATION TO KEEP THE GREATER AMERICAN CANYON AREA* WITHIN
CURRENT CONGRESSIONAL, STATE SENATE AND STATE ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS AS
MAPPED

The appointed California Citizen’s Redistricting Commission has
provided to the public on June 10, 2011 initial draft maps proposing
new 2012 district boundaries for the United States Congress, the
California State Senate and the California State Assembly. For all
three local districts represented the greater American Canyon area has
been removed from proper contiguous alignments within Napa County
boundary 1lines and lumped inte three other unmatched district
formations.

It is the stated position adopted by the representative governing
bodies o©of the County of Napa and cof the City of American Canyon that
American Canyon be wholly contained within Napa County boundary lines
as currently drawn for all three districts in 2012. We concur with this
position. Being elected representatives to the Napa County Regional
Park and Open Space District, we would like to express our support as
individuals for keeping the greater American Canyon area aligned with
the rest of Napa County.

Since incorporation only a decade ago, American Canyon has worked long
and hard to forge a regional identity based in part as a gateway to
Napa. The position o<f American Canyon has become better aligned
therefore with the rest of Napa County residents for reasons already
outlined by the Beoard of Supervisors and City Council. Similar county
connected agricultural, cultural, commercial and transportation
interests o©f American Canycon residents will remain better served as
represented in the current Congressional and State legislative
districts well past 2012. They should not be expected to compete with a
wider array of divergent interests from cther communities south or much
tarther to the east or west for scarcer public services funding.
Uninterrupted representation by Congressman Thompson, State Senator
Evans and Assemblyman Allen can ensure this.

The greater American Canyon area is also an important geographical
component of the Napa River watershed. For purposes of extensive local
projects now undertaken (often matched substantially with federal and
State funding} for flocd contrel, wetlands restoration, habitat
protection, natural resources mapping and educational interpretation
this area remains uniquely tied tec the rest of Napa County environments
upstream.

The Napa County Regional Park & Open Space District (which shares the
same represented boundaries as the County of Napa) has worked closely
with all BAmerican Canyon representatives to fund, design and build
regiconal trails and gupporting recreational amenities within the area.
This is a set of working relationships worth continuation for multi-
phased recreational projects to better serve American Canyon and Napa
valley residents alike.



Respectfully submitted,

Myrna Abramowicz, Ward 5
Pregident of the Board of Directors

Tony Norris, Ward 2
Vice President of the Board of Directors

* Qreater American Canyon area; all of the City of American Canyon and
adjacent unincorporated areas of Napa County bounded by the Napa County
line to the west, south and east as well as Highway 12 generally to the
north.





