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

Dear Commisaion Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fataily flawed,

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of ruraf
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be mora consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt, Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possibie from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifling Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and poputations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would aiso be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Suiter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't spiit our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work

you have done.
Sincerely, %/ /Q M
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Citizens Redistricting Commission

901 P Street, Suite 154-A %4
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidefines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of imerest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the defta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 385 and a Hwy 101 district. The Narth State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as weli as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionaliy, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very importart Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly.

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 comidor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A q Q

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuttural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
inta Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Maijor flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
MIIbemoreconsisteMwithmgardtommmmiﬁesafhterestandsinplymorelogical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as sutrounding
rural agricuitural areas of Placer County from the Mt Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create & much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and remaving large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County wouid also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Piease
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely, @Mb ﬁaWdJ/"‘-/
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Citizens Redistricting Commission Wg
901 P Street, Suite 154-A

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commnssnon Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
impertant in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
intc Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be heiped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as weli as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more lgical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistert and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramente Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations shouid be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 comidor are very important and are a gignificant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be finked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Tyl 5 e
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A q §td

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern Califomia. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fataily fiawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest,

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11°, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City ot Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Piacer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Cammichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the M. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create 2 much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar distnct. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 comidor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Flease
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done. '
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Citizens Redistricting Commission 5@
901 P Street, Suite 154-A

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear (".:ommission Members,

We believe you have made an etror in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuttural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major ecanomic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State shouid not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the !—5 communities

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations shouid be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 coridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. SiskiyouCowﬂywouldalsobeaverybgicaladdiﬁontothisdismbtnsinoe
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't eplit cur well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,

Tt bl ~ ! G
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A Q

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an erfor in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and manyissuestobalanoehoweverﬂtelhesyouhavedmnfmtheNorthStateare
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have moeivedhundredsofcommeMsﬁomthenoﬂhstateandthemessageissimple:keepusmym
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an 1-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if i can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11™ yet there are simpie ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surroundling
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Rosevilie, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much mare logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturaily consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Rosevilie/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and poputations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
fink between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Suiter County the populations cannot work.

Theseareverysimplechangesandaremythenmstlogicaldloicesforcmaﬁngdistricts. Those of us who
have lived hemfordecwaknawﬂ!ebasisofowoommunniesandworktogethertoimmveourlives. Piease
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done. '

T e st s B 6l Oty )
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Citizens Redistricting Commission 7 W; 1‘%

Q901 P Street, Suite 1654-A
Sacramento, CA g5814

Dear'éommission Members,

We believe you have made 8n elTor in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern Califoria. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You havedmﬂeddidﬁdsmﬂtmaymeammdatbngmmmmmmgmmistmy
important in Propositions 11 and 20. Youhaveumpedponiomnfmefarmrﬂwmreamofustawwnh
Sacramento- why? Simply adding populaﬁonfrunSau'ameMOimoadisuidprimaﬁlycomprisedofmral
agricultural oountiesisnﬂaconﬂanteorrmrﬁtyofinmrest.

You have received hundredsofoommentsfromthe north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major aconomic connections of transportation
infrastructure.  There shouid be an 1-5, Hwy 385 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Ma;orﬂawseﬁsthmmps'muishedon.;uy11",yetmerearesinplewaysma|termedrawnm¢sm
will be more cmsistemmregardtommunitiea ofinterestandsimplymmlogical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocidin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap distiaandplacethemhthemoreappmpﬁale Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

Thesed\angesonlyaﬁectthe\'ubaandtmm.Capd’stﬁctsandhaverDeﬁecton any other lines. Yet these
changescreateamud\momlogicalandmmuﬁtymmdeddiwicﬂaywt Bykeepingthel-ﬁcomnunities
togetherammmwmghrgeswmbanaMumanamsﬁomtheYubemywmmﬁmamore
palanced agricutturally consistent and economically similar distnict. Addiﬁonallv,byshiﬂingﬂosmineand
&mmammmmwdmammmmﬁmwhWam
tmmwmmRmummmwmmmmmwhomm

Theseareverysimplemangesandaretrulymemosuogicaicuoicwforaeaﬁgdistrids. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities andworktogemertoirnpmvewﬁues. Please
don't spiit our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission T ﬂﬂsi :

901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally fiawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidefines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding popuiation from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuitural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple. keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There shouid be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Maijor flaws exist in your maps published on July 117, yet there are simple ways to aiter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate: :
Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the 1-6 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agricutturally consistent and economically similar distnct. Additionaily, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the |-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please

don't spiit our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission Q 5-/\ 5' i

901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There shouid be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be heiped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11®, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
wiill be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as wel as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them In the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Cammichaei and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effecl on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consofidated in one district.

Stale Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would aiso be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done. '

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission 7 ﬂ\ﬂi#q

901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have 2 difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the popuiation guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Maijor flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep estabiished communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembily:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations shoukd be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 corvidor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are.very simple changes and are truly the mast logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work

you have done.

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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an efror in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern Califomnia. You
have a difficult task and many issues to bafance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fataliy flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural courties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an 1-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Maijor flaws exist in your maps published on July 1 1™, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest-and simply more logical.

State Senate;

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricuttural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and remaving large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating 2 more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure fink consolidated in one district.

State Assembily:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommeodation. The economic connactions created by the |-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical aodition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our welkestablished regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,

f b Fpa
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Citizens Redistricting Commission

901 P Street, Suite 154-A ﬁ/f’
Sacramento, CA 85814 .
Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramentc Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11®, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn dislricts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricuitural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap distnct and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
CountyaspossiblefromtheYubaDisu'ictandplaceMemintheMt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and remaving large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramentc Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and poputations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodstion. The economic connections created by the I-5 coridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be inked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of cur communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done. /

(L

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission |

901 P Street, Suite 154-A G S;ﬁ’
Sacramento, CA 95814 .

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem Califomia. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the Nosth State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the popuiation guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuitural counties is not a constant community of interest. '

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There shouid be an -5, Hwy 385 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Courties if it can be helped.

Major fiaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical,

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural-areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remowve Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 comidor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would aiso be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical cheices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have dene.
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A 5‘ & q

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding popuiation from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent.with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remave Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possibie from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district,

State Assembly.

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the |-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please

don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

seemsr, R oppic. LIIOSIE
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A 5
Sacramento, CA 95814 CZ

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district iines for Northem Califomia. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the popuiation guidelines but they violate everything thal is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be mare consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as weil as surrounding
rural agricuttural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place themn in the more appropriste Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichae! and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and remeving large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Rosevilie and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the popuiations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't spiit our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,

() et
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
001 P Street, Suite 154-A /\,ﬂ's
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission-Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidefines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways o alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interesl and stimply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rockiin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mi. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Courities to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Rosevilie/ Sacramento infrastructure link consoiidated in one district.

State Assembly:
Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations shouid be shifted in Butte to make this

accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 comridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the cornmission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most iogical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please

don’t split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,

rr D Ve,
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901 P Street. Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members., RECE]VED JULes 7o

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based 0N our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch

into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 1™, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate;
Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding

rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more

the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:
Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this

accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who

have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
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