
Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: Gam Nguyen <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 22:12:58 +0000
To: 

From: Gam Nguyen <
Subject: redistrict

Message Body:
I do not understand why the currently proposed maps include the area of San Jose south 
of The Villages Parkway and east of San Felipe in the MLPTS district, rather than the 
SANJO district. The neighborhoods affected have more interests in common with the 
immediate vicinity than with the area in the northern end of MLPTS. Concerns such as 
the vibrancy of downtown San Jose, traffic along the 101 corridor south of 280/680, 
light rail along the Capitol Expressway are significant concerns of the neighborhoods 
at the southwestern edge of MLPTS. These are not relevant to the cities of Milpitas, 
Fremont or Newark, and a representative from the northern end of the proposed district 
would provide inadequate representation for our neighborhoods. I respectfully request 
that you move the southeastern boundary of SANJO to include the area south of The 
Villages Parkway and directly east of San Felipe by following the ridgeline down to 
Metcalf Road.

Gam Nguyen

--
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Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: Kathleen Kelley <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 22:58:46 +0000
To: 

From: Kathleen Kelley <
Subject: Redistricting Change for San Jose/Evergreen Area

Message Body:
I do not understand why the currently proposed maps include the area of San Jose south 
of The Villages Parkway and east of San Felipe in the MLPTS district, rather than the 
SANJO district. The neighborhoods affected have more interests in common with the 
immediate vicinity than with the area in the northern end of MLPTS. Concerns such as 
the vibrancy of downtown San Jose, traffic along the 101 corridor south of 280/680, 
light r ail along the Capitol Expressway are significant concerns of the neighborhoods 
at the southwestern edge of MLPTS. These are not relevant to the cities of Milpitas, 
Fremont or Newark, and a representative from the northern end of the proposed district 
would provide inadequate representation for our neighborhoods. I respectfully request 
that you move the southeastern boundary of SANJO to include the area south of The 
Villages Parkway and directly east of San Felipe by following the ridgeline down to 
Metcalf Road.
 
Thanks for your time.

Kathleen Tanabe Kelley

San Jose, CA 95135
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Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: Phyllis Karsten <
Date: Thu, 21 Jul 2011 00:41:34 +0000
To: 

From: Phyllis Karsten <
Subject: redistricting map

Message Body:
I just had an opportunity to look at the proposed redistricting map on the web at:  
http://swdb.berkeley.edu/gis/gis2011

It is beyond my comprehension  why the neighborhoods of The Villages, Meadowlands, and 
California Oaks are included in the Milpitas district. We have next o nothing in common 
with the Milpitas, Fremont or North San Jose neighborhoods. Nor do we identify with the 
rural ranch country to the east and south.  We consider ourselves part of the Evergreen 
community that includes the Estates, Silver Creek Country Club and the shopping area of 
White and Aborn. 

This is where our political interests lie. this is the area where we attend church and 
where our children attend school. It contains the roads that we utilize daily - We have 
very little contact with the area shown in the Milpitas district. It seems to be a 
crude gerrymander to perhaps pull in some residences to equalize the population of the 
Milpitas District. 

Please consider getting needed population from neighborhoods that have more in common 
with the North San Jose - Fremont/Milpitas, or the rural ranch country. It looks like 
there could be a chunk of territory from the Fremont, Union City area that could be 
added if it is necessary to gain required population. That area is more homogeneous to 
the Milpitas, North San Jose sections.

Please do not split us off from our area of common interests.

--
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Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: Chris Stampolis <
Date: Thu, 21 Jul 2011 05:45:57 +0000
To: 

From: Chris Stampolis <
Subject: Congressional lines and City of Santa Clara

Message Body:
With the Commission's latest Assembly and State Senate lines assigning the City of 
Santa Clara to partner with north San Jose, Milpitas, Newark and Fremont, please adjust 
the proposed Congressional lines to keep the City of Santa Clara whole as well.

The latest Congressional lines proposal chops Santa Clara City in half, assigning a 
portion of the City of Santa Clara to the Congressional District that closely mirrors 
the newly proposed Legislative lines, including north San Jose, Milpitas, Newark and 
Fremont.  However, the draft lines criss-cross through the middle of Santa Clara City 
assigning a separate portion of Santa Clara to the draft Congressional District that 
will run north through Palo Alto.

These new draft Congressional lines if adopted will separate the neighborhoods 
immediately around one of California's highest achieving Title One schools (Bracher 
Elementary) as the boundary line literally runs down the middle of the street in front 
of the school.  Additionally, the draft lines will separate Santa Clara University 
students into at least two Congressional Districts, as the lines go down El Camino 
Real, the City's main thoroughfare and zig-zag through student-heavy communities.  
Further, the lines will separate some of Santa Clara's Title One eligible school 
neighborhoods into a different Congressional District than others, minimizing the 
opportunity for parents of similar ethnicity and economic status to organize together 
in Congressional communication efforts related to federal funding and the requirements 
of laws such as No Child Left Behind.  And, the new lines will place Santa Clara City 
Hall itself literally one side of the street for the Alameda County !
 blended Congressional District, while much of Santa Clara's "Old Quad" population will 
be part of the Palo Alto Congressional District.

And, Mission College itself will be drawn into the two-county college district, but the 
majority of Santa Clara residents in Mission College's catchment area would be in a 
separate Congressional District.  This split will make communications with the federal 
government more challenging with regards to grant requests and accountability reporting.

We recognize change must occur in parts of the state.  Santa Clara's assignment with 
Southern Alameda County will represent such a major change.  Many Santa Clarans will 
accept this change and will build new neighborly relationships.  To facilitate that 
change, keeping the City together for the coming decade will respect and represent our 
municipality's communities of interest.

HOW TO ACHIEVE - REDRAW

With the new legislative lines having partnered Santa Clara with our Alameda County 
neighbors, I suggest the Commission do the same with the Congressional lines.  If you 
shift the new boundaries so that all of Santa Clara City will join the new blended 
county Congressional District, you will maintain a community of interest where there is 
no need to split communities.

The "Palo Alto" Congressional District that would lose Santa Clara could make up voters 
by adding west San Jose, Monte Sereno and Los Gatos - communities that share concerns 
of much of the affluent areas of the Palo Alto-Sunnyvale corridor, as well as bringing 
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together the concerns of the residents of the foothills leading to Santa Cruz County.  
Then, to finish the population swap, the District that would lose Los Gatos and West 
San Jose could take Evergreen Valley from the draft district that currently splits 
Santa Clara.

So, Santa Clara City would be unified in the Southern Alameda County/Northeastern Santa 
Clara County Congressional District; West San Jose, Los Gatos and Monte Sereno would 
shift from the Central Santa Clara County Congressional District to the Palo Alto 
District that more closely mirrors their demographics anyway; and the Evergreen 
community and parts of southeast San Jose would join the Central Santa Clara County 
Congressional District, rather than being appended to the new two-county blended 
District.  While one can make an argument that Santa Clara City has a relationship with 
southern Alameda County due to commuting patterns and the job corridors of the "Golden 
Triangle," the residential communities that have been drawn into this new two-county 
district are more appropriately drawn with the new Central Santa Clara County District 
and its San Jose base.

Please unify the City of Santa Clara in the final Congressional maps.

Thank you for your consideration.

Chris Stampolis

Santa Clara, CA 95052

--
This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission

Public	Comment:	7	-	Santa	Clara

2	of	2 7/21/2011	10:42	AM



Subject: Re: [TheMeadowlands] RedistricƟng
From: Linda Paulson 
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 14:32:14 -0700
To: 
CC: 

I understand redistricƟng is being considered for my neighborhood in South San Jose (The
Meadowlands, just south of the Villages.)

The interests of our neighborhood are much beƩer aligned with our neighbors...The Estates,
Hillstone, Bel Air Estates, Silver Creek Country. All of these are within a mile of our home. To be
realigned with Milpitas, Fremont and Newark does not serve our needs and the concerns are quite
different (and many miles from our home).

Please keep The Meadowlands in the proposed SANJO district.

Thank you for reconsidering the proposed redistricƟng boundaries.

Linda Paulson

____________________________________________________________
     
Linda Paulson
Principal
Paulson Rohlfing Associates, Inc.

 (office)
 (mobile)

On Jul 20, 2011, at 11:03 AM, Pat Waite wrote:

The currently proposed redistricting maps places The Meadowlands in the MLPTS district, which includes
Milpitas, parts of Fremont and Newark, part of East San Jose and the East Foothills, The Villages, The
Meadowlands and California Oaks. You can see the proposed boundaries at http://swdb.berkeley.edu
/gis/gis2011/. Neighborhoods sharing our common interests, most of Evergreen, such as The Estates, Hillstone,
Silver Creek Valley Country Club, are in the proposed SANJO district.

The currently proposed redistricting maps places The Meadowlands in the MLPTS district, which includes
Milpitas, parts of Fremont and Newark, part of East San Jose and the East Foothills, The Villages, The
Meadowlands and California Oaks. You can see the proposed boundaries at http://swdb.berkeley.edu
/gis/gis2011/. Neighborhoods sharing our common interests, most of Evergreen, such as The Estates,
Hillstone, Silver Creek Valley Country Club, are in the proposed SANJO district.

I believe that the interests of our community would be much better served were we part of the SANJO district,
and have sent comments to that effect to the redistricting commission. If you feel the same, I urge you to send
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__,_._,___

your comments immediately using the form at  http://wedrawthelines.ca.gov/contact.html, or via email at
 We will have to live with the new boundaries for the next 10 years.

<image001.gif>

Pat Waite
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Subject: RE: California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
From: 
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 18:28:31 EDT
To: 

TO:  California Citizens Redistricting Commission
RE:  California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
 
My name is Rose Amador and I have been a resident of San Jose for over forty
years. I am active in my community and am saddened by the redistricting lines
that have divided my community.
 
I want to express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate
district maps that were released by the Commission on June 7th and your
recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino community. These
maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community.

 
Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts
will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of
interest.  I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the
23rd Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. The district is
reasonably compact. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very well
and given us important leadership at the state level.

 
I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest
in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that runs
through the center of these two districts.
 
In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
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15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San Jose is heavily
Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
by law".
 
Finally, we will not stand idly by and allow this commission to disenfranchise
and intentionally discriminate against California Latinos.
 
Sincerely,
Rose Amador
 
Rose "Cihuapilli" Amador, President & CEO
Center for Training and Careers

San Jose, CA  95122

 Fax
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Subject: RE: Recommended California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
From: 
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 18:44:57 -0400 (EDT)
To: 

TO:  California Citizens Redistricting Commission
RE:  Recommended California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
 
Dear Members of the Commission,
 
As a longtime resident of the City of San Jose, I want to express my
dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate district maps that were
released by the Commission on June 7th and your recent "visualizations" that
discriminate against our Latino community. These maps represent a dilution of
the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
 
Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community. We have worked long and hard to make San Jose and Santa Clara
County a community that provides an equitable "level playing field" for working
class people of all backgrounds and to have our voices heard locally, regionally
and at the statewide level.

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts
will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of
interest.

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. I would also urge that
the 28th Assembly District be maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The
last decade we have elected Assembly Members in these districts that have
served our community very well and given us important leadership at the state
level. Our local community advocates have worked long and hard to have our
political voices heard and your current recommendations are taking us
backward, not forward from our current status.

I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest
in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that runs
through the center of these two districts. Progressive worker families are he key
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attributes of these combined areas

In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San Jose is heavily
Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
by law".
 
Finally, we have worked too long to achieve our current level of equitable
political and social representation and will not stand idly by and allow this
commission to disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against California
Latinos.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosie Alaniz
Resident of San Jose
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Subject: RE: Recommended California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
From: hotstu
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 19:41:21 -0400 (EDT)
To: 

TO: California Citizens Redistricting Commission
RE: Recommended California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
 

Dear Members of the Commission:
 

As a longtime resident of the City of San Jose, I want to express my dissatisfaction
with the San Jose Assembly and Senate district maps that were released by the Commission
on June 7th and your recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino
community. These maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East
San Jose.
 

Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have we
experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our community. We
have worked long and hard to make San Jose and Santa Clara County a community that
provides an equitable "level playing field" for working class people of all backgrounds
and to have our voices heard locally, regionally and at the statewide level.

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts will
completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of interest.

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd Assembly
District as is or with only minor adjustments. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly
District be maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very well and given
us important leadership at the state level. Our local community advocates have worked
long and hard to have our political voices heard and your current recommendations are
taking us backward, not forward from our current status.

I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be nested
together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest in Santa Clara,
Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because there are common
similarities in these districts that form an effective community of interest. The income
and poverty levels are similar, the educational needs are similar, there are cultural
similarities, and the employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation
corridor that runs through the center of these two districts. Progressive worker
families are he key attributes of these combined areas

In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth since
2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a good chance of
being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge the Commission to please fix
this before the final maps are approved on August 15. You must also correct the East San
Jose split in the final preparation of maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out
"East San Jose is heavily Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of
interest" as defined by law".
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Finally, we have worked too long to achieve our current level of equitable political and
social representation and will not stand idly by and allow this commission to
disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against California Latinos.
 

Sincerely,

Stephen K. Macias
Resident of San Jose
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Subject: Redistric ng Concern
From: Monica Amador <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 16:28:39 -0700
To: <

I  am a long time resident of California (since 1959), and an active  member of
my community.

I want to  express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate
district maps that were  released by the Commission on June 7th and your
recent "visualizations" that  discriminate against our Latino community. These
maps represent a dilution of  the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
Our community has historically been  disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing  representatives that truly represent our
community.  

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly districts will
completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community interest.

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments.  The district is
reasonably compact.  I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is, also reasonably compact.  

The last decade we have elected Assembly Members in these districts that have
served our community very well and given us important leadership at the state
level.

I recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be nested
together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest in
Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties.  I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest.  The income and poverty levels are similar, the
education needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the employment
needs are similar.  There is also a transportation corridor that runs through the
center of these two districts.

In closing, I  would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San Jose is heavily
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Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
by law".  Finally, We will not stand idly by and allow this commission to
disenfranchise and intentionally  discriminate against California Latinos.

A Very Concerned Voting Citizen,

Monica Amador Bochantin
95111

Redistricting	Concern
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Subject: Redistricting plans for New Senate District
From: BEA MENDEZ <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 16:32:42 -0700
To: <

REDISTRICTING COMMISSION PANEL

PLEASE CONSIDER THIS MAP IN YOUR DELIBERATIONS AS APPROVED BY MY CONSTITUENCY
AS THE BEST POSSIBLE OPTION FOR THE NESTING OF ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS 23 AND 28 TO
FORM A NEW SENATE DISTRICT FOR SANTA CLARA, MONTEREY, AND SAN BENITO
COUNTIES.  OUR GROUP IS COMPOSED OF COMMITTED AND SERIOUS ADVOCATES FOR THE
BETTERMENT OF OUR COMMUNITY AND AS A CONSEQUENCE FOR THE BETTERMENT OF OUR
STATE.  THIS MAP HAS BEEN REVIEWED TO INSURE IT COMPLIES WITH SECTION 2 AND
SECTION 5 REQUIREMENTS. 

WE SUBMIT THIS OPTION WITH THE SINCERE DESIRE THAT YOU  GIVE IT YOUR FAVORABLE
CONSIDERATION.

PLEASE ACCEPT OUR APPRECIATION FOR THE HARD WORK YOUR COMMISSION DOES IN THE
FULFILLMENT OF YOUR CHOSEN VOLUNTEER WORK.

 
 
Bea Robinson Mendez,
Chair, Silicon Valley Latino Forum 

San Jose, CA 95125

    cell 
    res.

2011-Sen-Dist-15-3.pdf
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Subject: As sent through the Commission comment gateway
From: 
Date: Thu, 21 Jul 2011 02:08:06 EDT
To: 

The following comments are identical to what I just sent through the comment gateway regarding
Congressional lines in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties.
 
With the Commission's latest Assembly and State Senate lines assigning the City of Santa Clara to
partner with north San Jose, Milpitas, Newark and Fremont, please adjust the proposed Congressional
lines to keep the City of Santa Clara whole as well.
 
The latest Congressional lines proposal chops Santa Clara City in half, assigning a portion of the City of
Santa Clara to the Congressional District that closely mirrors the newly proposed Legislative lines,
including north San Jose, Milpitas, Newark and Fremont.  However, the draft lines criss-cross through the
middle of Santa Clara City assigning a separate portion of Santa Clara to the draft Congressional District
that will run north through Palo Alto.
 
These new draft Congressional lines if adopted will separate the neighborhoods immediately around one
of California's highest achieving Title One schools (Bracher Elementary) as the boundary line literally runs
down the middle of the street in front of the school.  Additionally, the draft lines will separate Santa Clara
University students into at least two Congressional Districts, as the lines go down El Camino Real, the
City's main thoroughfare and zig-zag through student-heavy communities.  Further, the lines will separate
some of Santa Clara's Title One eligible school neighborhoods into a different Congressional District than
others, minimizing the opportunity for parents of similar ethnicity and economic status to organize together
in Congressional communication efforts related to federal funding and the requirements of laws such as
No Child Left Behind.  And, the new lines will place Santa Clara City Hall itself literally one side of the street
for the Alameda County blended Congressional District, while much of Santa Clara's "Old Quad"
population will be part of the Palo Alto Congressional District.
 
And, Mission College itself will be drawn into the two-county college district, but the majority of Santa Clara
residents in Mission College's catchment area would be in a separate Congressional District.  This split
will make communications with the federal government more challenging with regards to grant requests
and accountability reporting.
 
We recognize change must occur in parts of the state.  Santa Clara's assignment with Southern Alameda
County will represent such a major change.  Many Santa Clarans will accept this change and will build new
neighborly relationships.  To facilitate that change, keeping the City together for the coming decade will
respect and represent our municipality's communities of interest.
 
HOW TO ACHIEVE - REDRAW
 
With the new legislative lines having partnered Santa Clara with our Alameda County neighbors, I suggest
the Commission do the same with the Congressional lines.  If you shift the new boundaries so that all of
Santa Clara City will join the new blended county Congressional District, you will maintain a community of
interest where there is no need to split communities.
 
The "Palo Alto" Congressional District that would lose Santa Clara could make up voters by adding west
San Jose, Monte Sereno and Los Gatos - communities that share concerns of much of the affluent areas
of the Palo Alto-Sunnyvale corridor, as well as bringing together the concerns of the residents of the
foothills leading to Santa Cruz County.  Then, to finish the population swap, the District that would lose Los
Gatos and West San Jose could take Evergreen Valley from the draft district that currently splits Santa
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Clara.
 
So, Santa Clara City would be unified in the Southern Alameda County/Northeastern Santa Clara County
Congressional District; West San Jose, Los Gatos and Monte Sereno would shift from the Central Santa
Clara County Congressional District to the Palo Alto District that more closely mirrors their demographics
anyway; and the Evergreen community and parts of southeast San Jose would join the Central Santa
Clara County Congressional District, rather than being appended to the new two-county blended District. 
While one can make an argument that Santa Clara City has a relationship with southern Alameda County
due to commuting patterns and the job corridors of the "Golden Triangle," the residential communities that
have been drawn into this new two-county district are more appropriately drawn with the new Central Santa
Clara County District and its San Jose base.
 
Please unify the City of Santa Clara in the final Congressional maps.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Chris Stampolis

Santa Clara, CA 95052
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Subject: RedistricƟng
From: KrisƟ HewiƩ
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 11:29:43 -0700
To: 

I am a resident of The Meadowlands in southeast San Jose.

I do not understand why the currently proposed maps include the area of San Jose south of The Villages Parkway and east of
San Felipe in the MLPTS district, rather than the SANJO district. The neighborhoods affected have more interests in common
with the immediate vicinity than with the area in the northern end of MLPTS. Concerns such as the vibrancy of downtown San
Jose, traffic along the 101 corridor south of 280/680, light rail along the Capitol Expressway are significant concerns of the
neighborhoods at the southwestern edge of MLPTS. These are not relevant to the ciƟes of Milpitas, Fremont or Newark, and a
representaƟve from the northern end of the proposed district would provide inadequate representaƟon for our
neighborhoods. I respecƞully request that you move the southeastern boundary of SANJO to include the area south of The
Villages Parkway and directly east of San Felipe by following the ridgeline down to Metcalf Road.

Thanks for your Ɵme.

Sincerely,
KrisƟ HewiƩ

Redistricting
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Subject: redistric ng
From: Ram Iyer <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 19:24:08 -0700 (PDT)
To: "  <

Hi
 
I am a resident of meadowlands community. It is flabbergasting to know that the neighborhoods of The
Villages, Meadowlands, and California Oaks are included in the Milpitas district. We have next o nothing in
common with the Milpitas, Fremont or North San Jose neighborhoods. Nor do we identify with the rural
ranch country to the east and south.  We consider ourselves part of the Evergreen community that includes
the Estates, Silver Creek Country Club and the shopping area of White and Aborn. 

This is where our political and cultural interests lie. this is the area where we attend church and where our
children attend school. It contains the roads that we utilize daily - We have very little contact with the area
shown in the Milpitas district. It seems to be a crude gerrymander to perhaps pull in some residences to
equalize the population of the Milpitas District. 

Please consider getting needed population from neighborhoods that have more in common with the North
San Jose - Fremont/Milpitas, or the rural ranch country. It looks like there could be a chunk of territory
from the Fremont, Union City area that could be added if it is necessary to gain required population. That
area is more homogeneous to the Milpitas, North San Jose sections.

Please do not split us off from our area of common interests. This seems highly riduculous.
 
regards
 
- Ram Iyer

redistricting
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Subject: Restric ng maps for east San Jose (Assembly and Senate)
From: Richard Santos <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 18:18:49 -0700
To: "'  <

I am very angry that both the San Jose East side Assembly and Senate district maps that were released by the

Commission on June 7th is discriminatory against our Latino community.
 

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd assembly District as is or with only minor

adjustments. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly distinct be maintained as it is.
 
I urge the Commission to please fix this mess before the final maps are approve on August 15. East San Jose is heavily
Latin and its fragmentation clearly splits a community of interest as defined by law.
 
Sincerely Richard P. Santos

San Jose, Ca 95132
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Subject: San Jose Assembly and Senate district maps
From: Raul Colunga >
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 16:06:45 -0700 (PDT)
To: 

My name is Raul Colunga. I am a long time resident of California, and an
active member of my community.

I want to express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate
district maps that were released by the Commission on June 7th and your
recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino community. These
maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community.

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate
districts will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our
community of interest.

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. The district is
reasonably compact. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very
well and given us important leadership at the state level.

I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of
interest in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this
because there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that
runs through the center of these two districts.

In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population
growth since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a
Latino has a good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go
down. I urge the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are
approved on August 15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the
final preparation of maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San
Jose is heavily Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of
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interest" as defined by law". Finally, We will not stand idly by and allow this
commission to disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against
California Latinos.

 
Raúl A Colunga
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Subject: San Jose Seats
From: Chris Arriola <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 15:59:18 -0700 (PDT)
To: 
CC: Chrisarriola <

Commission Members,
 
As you reach the final deadline I would like to state once again that La Raza Lawyers of Santa Clara County
does not support dividing East San Jose and Downtown into multiple districts.
 
The East San Jose area is East of Highway 87 to the Foothills in the East (I would suggest using East San Jose
Union HS District as a good starting point).  This area has a historic unity and is a community of interest to the
Latino community and many others.  We know your job is difficult, but for generations we have fought for
inclusion in the County governance and it was just 10 years ago that the first Latino ever was elected to state
office from our county.  Please keep the Assembly, Senate and Congressional Districts intact in East San Jose
and don't divide us up into diluted districts leading to no Latino representation from a Bay Area where 1 in 4
residents are Hispanic.
 
I add these to the comments I submitted at the San Jose hearing.
 
Christopher Arriola, Past President and Board Member
La Raza Lawyers of Santa Clara County
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Subject: WATERING DOWN THE LATINO VOTE
From: victor garza <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 15:48:39 -0700 (PDT)
To: 
CC: victor garza <

Dear Committee Members,I am writing to express my anger in seeing that this committee has
WATER DOWN THE LATINO POWER (VOTERS) by dividing the San Jose Latino community into 3
districts!That is absurd to say the least.The creation of this committee was to correct injustices by
selves serving legislators.Your recommendations are worst !!! Please review and correct your current
recommendations.Do not divide the Latino vote by dividing the Latino community into 3 districts,
henceforth watering down our Voting Power.
                                                         Respectfully Yours,
                                                         Victor Garza,Chairman
                                                         La Raza Roundtable de California
                                                         
                                                         San Jose, Ca. 95122
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Subject: California Assembly and Senate District boundaries
From: 
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 18:37:26 -0400 (EDT)
To: 

To the California Citizens Redistricting Commission regarding
the recommended new California Assembly and Senate District boundaries:
 
I am writing to express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and
Senate district maps that were released by the Commission on June 7th and
your recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino community.
These maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East San
Jose. Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently
have we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community.
 
I have been a resident and active member of my community for thirty years.

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts
will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of
interest.
 
I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. The district is
reasonably compact. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very well
and given us important leadership at the state level.
I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest
in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that runs
through the center of these two districts.
 
In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San Jose is heavily
Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
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by law".
 
Finally, I can not stand idly by and allow this commission to disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against
California Latinos.
 
Respectfully,
 
Cuauhcihuatl Carmen Trinidad
Resident of San Jose
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Subject: California Assembly and Senate District Boundaries
From: Sandra Guerrero <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 21:30:49 -0700 (PDT)
To: 

My name is Sandra Guerrero. I am a life long resident of California, and an
active member of my community.

 

I want to express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate
district maps that were released by the Commission on June 7th and your
recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino community. These
maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community.

 

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts
will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of
interest.

 

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. The district is
reasonably compact. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very well
and given us important leadership at the state level.

 

I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest
in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that runs
through the center of these two districts.
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In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out " East San Jose is heavily
Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
by law". Finally, We will not stand idly by and allow this commission to
disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against California Latinos.

 

 

California	Assembly	and	Senate	District	Boundaries

2	of	2 7/21/2011	10:40	AM



Subject: Feedback on Redistric ng
From: Venkat Maddipa  <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 18:58:12 -0700 (PDT)
To: "  <
CC: Venkat Maddipa  <

Hi there,
It is beyond my comprehension  why the neighborhoods of The Villages,
Meadowlands, and California Oaks are included in the Milpitas district. We
have next to nothing in common with the Milpitas, Fremont or North San
Jose neighborhoods. Nor do we identify with the rural ranch country to the
east and south.  We consider ourselves part of the Evergreen community
that includes the Estates, Silver Creek Country Club and the shopping area
of White and Aborn.
 
The neighborhoods affected have more interests in common with the
immediate vicinity than with the area in the northern end of MLPTS.
Concerns such as the vibrancy of downtown San Jose, traffic along the 101
corridor south of 280/680, light rail along the Capitol Expressway are
significant concerns of the neighborhoods at the southwestern edge of
MLPTS. These are not relevant to the cities of Milpitas, Fremont or Newark,
and a representative from the northern end of the proposed district would
provide inadequate representation for our neighborhoods. I respectfully
request that you move the southeastern boundary of SANJO to include the
area south of The Villages Parkway and directly east of San Felipe by
following the ridgeline down to Metcalf Road.
 
Please consider getting needed population from neighborhoods that have
more in common with the North San Jose - Fremont/Milpitas, or the rural
ranch country. It looks like there could be a chunk of territory from the
Fremont, Union City area that could be added if it is necessary to gain
required population. That area is more homogeneous to the Milpitas, North
San Jose sections.

Please do not split us off from our area of common interests.
 
 

Thanks,
Venkat Maddipati
"Give the Gift of Vision"
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Subject: Proposed redistric ng threatens to fragment community voice
From: Michael Avila <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 15:39:28 -0700
To: 

Esteemed California Ci zens Redistric ng Commission,

My name is Michael Avila and my grandparents moved to San Jose almost 70 years ago so my
parents and I are second genera on Mexican Americans residing here. I have also gone to
school, worked, marched for civil rights as Americans, protested for jus ce to be served and
been an ac ve member of my community.

I want to express my dissatisfaction with the San Jose Assembly and Senate
district maps that were released by the Commission on June 7th and your
recent "visualizations" that discriminate against our Latino community. These
maps represent a dilution of the critical political leadership of East San Jose.
Our community has historically been disenfranchised, and only recently have
we experienced success in electing representatives that truly represent our
community.

Your actions to divide our community into three Assembly and Senate districts
will completely dilute our voice at the state level and divide our community of
interest.

I would like to recommend to the Commission that they maintain the 23rd
Assembly District as is or with only minor adjustments. The district is
reasonably compact. I would also urge that the 28th Assembly District be
maintained as it is also reasonably compact. The last decade we have elected
Assembly Members in these districts that have served our community very well
and given us important leadership at the state level.

I would then recommend that the 23rd and 28th Assembly Districts should be
nested together to form a Senate District that combines communities of interest
in Santa Clara, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. I recommend this because
there are common similarities in these districts that form an effective
community of interest. The income and poverty levels are similar, the
educational needs are similar, there are cultural similarities, and the
employment needs are similar. There is also a transportation corridor that runs
through the center of these two districts.

In closing, I would like to remind you that 90 percent of state population growth
since 2000 was from Latinos, yet the number of districts where a Latino has a
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good chance of being elected remains the same or may even go down. I urge
the Commission to please fix this before the final maps are approved on August
15. You must also correct the East San Jose split in the final preparation of
maps. As the San Jose Mercury News points out "East San Jose is heavily
Latino and its fragmentation clearly splits a "community of interest" as defined
by law". Finally, We will not stand idly by and allow this commission to
disenfranchise and intentionally discriminate against California Latinos.

Sincerely,

Michael Avila
San Jose resident
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Subject: Proposed split of Evergreen Area
From: Peggy Thompson <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 13:58:18 -0700
To: 

Gree ngs:

I understand that your plans include spli ng the Evergreen Area in east San Jose and pu ng part
of it in the MLPTS district.  That makes no sense at all for numerous reasons, most of which I'm
sure you've already heard.

I urge you to leave the Evergreen area intact and part of SANJO.  Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Thompson

San Jose, CA 95135
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Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: "Patrick J. Waite" <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 17:38:11 +0000
To: 

From: Patrick J. Waite <
Subject: Southeastern Boundaries

Message Body:
I do not understand why the currently proposed maps include the area of San Jose south 
of The Villages Parkway and east of San Felipe in the MLPTS district, rather than the 
SANJO district. The neighborhoods affected have more interests in common with the 
immediate vicinity than with the area in the northern end of MLPTS. Concerns such as 
the vibrancy of downtown San Jose, traffic along the 101 corridor south of 280/680, 
light rail along the Capitol Expressway are significant concerns of the neighborhoods 
at the southwestern edge of MLPTS. These are not relevant to the cities of Milpitas, 
Fremont or Newark, and a representative from the northern end of the proposed district 
would provide inadequate representation for our neighborhoods. I respectfully request 
that you move the southeastern boundary of SANJO to include the area south of The 
Villages Parkway and directly east of San Felipe by following the ridgeline down to 
Metcalf Road.

Thanks for your time.

--
This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission
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Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: "Peggy K. Thompson" <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 21:00:18 +0000
To: 

From: Peggy K. Thompson <
Subject: Proposed split of Evergreen area

Message Body:
Greetings:

I understand that your plans include splitting the Evergreen Area in east San Jose and 
putting part of it in the MLPTS district.  That makes no sense at all for numerous 
reasons, most of which I'm sure you've already heard.

I urge you to leave the Evergreen area intact and part of SANJO.  Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Thompson

San Jose, CA 95135

--
This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission

Public	Comment:	7	-	Santa	Clara

1	of	1 7/21/2011	10:41	AM



Subject: Public Comment: 7 - Santa Clara
From: City of Santa Clara <
Date: Wed, 20 Jul 2011 22:12:17 +0000
To: 

From: City of Santa Clara <
Subject: Opposition to Congressional district

Message Body:
July 20, 2011

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

Re: Revision to First Draft Congressional District Map – Opposition to Splitting 
City of Santa Clara into Three Congressional Districts

Dear Commissioners:

The City of Santa Clara is dismayed to learn that the Commission has made revisions to 
the Northern California Congressional district map that result in Santa Clara being 
split among three different districts. We understand that part of the reason for this 
split is an effort to keep the “Golden Triangle” area of San Jose, Sunnyvale, and Santa 
Clara in a single district.

Santa Clara is part of a strong Community of Interest (COI) made up of cities in 
Silicon Valley, in particular Santa Clara, Sunnyvale, Cupertino, and Mountain View. 
This information is noted on your summary of public testimony taken at public hearings 
held after the release of the first draft maps, and it is confirmed in several written 
comments submitted to the Commission as well. While we certainly understand the 
challenge of accommodating the many and varied COIs throughout the state, we believe 
that this split is unnecessary and detrimental to our city, and it separates a portion 
of our high-tech industry from the rest of Silicon Valley. If the Commission believes 
that the “Golden Triangle” must be maintained, a better solution would be to include 
the San Jose portion of the triangle with the rest of the Silicon Valley COI. 

The California Constitution mandates that the geographic integrity of any city, county, 
neighborhood, or community of interest shall be respected to the extent possible, and 
that to the extent practicable, and where this does not conflict with the criteria 
above, districts shall be drawn to encourage geographical compactness. Neither the 
Silicon Valley COI nor the City of Santa Clara’s geographic boundaries have been 
preserved in the most recent map visualizations, and we strongly encourage the 
Commission to rectify this in the next visualizations.

The City of Santa Clara opposes the redrawing of the Congressional district lines in a 
manner that splits the City into two or more districts. Thank you for the opportunity 
to provide input into the redistricting process.

Sincerely,

Jamie L. Matthews, Mayor
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager
City of Santa Clara

cc: Santa Clara City Council
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