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REDISTRICTING IN CALIFORNIA  What: Community Redistricting Meeting

Join us for a community conversation as we
discuss the final draft maps for state Senate, When: Thursday, August 4, 2011
Assembly, Board of Equalization and

Congressional approved by the Citizens

Redistricting Commission on July 29. Place: West Angeles CDC

6030 Crenshaw Boulevard
Public comment on the maps is being
accepted until August 15. Time: 6 pm - 8 pm
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Ms. Jodie Filkins Webber

Chair, Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154A

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Ms. Filkins Webber:

The City of Lakewood has reviewed the Commission’s recently released preliminary final maps for its
proposed Assembly. Senate, and Congressional district boundaries. While we appreciate the amount of
work the Commission has done in crafting these districts, we have concerns with the Assembly District
(known as “LASGL") and one of our Senate Districts (known as “LLALBS") in which our community would
reside.

As currently drawn, the boundaries tie the most northwestern point of the Gateway Council of
Governments (COG), Bell/Huntington Park, to the most southeastern, Lakewood/Long Beach. |t goes
without saying that the social, economic, and transportation issues of these vastly different corners of the
Gateway COG vary greatly.

We agree wholeheartedly with the Commission’s goal that the division of communities of interest should
be-minimized. Lakewood's two current Assembly districts and Senate district are drawn to include cities
with similar characteristics — primarily residential bedroom communities with less than 100,000 residents.
Lakewood is most similar to communities like Cerritos, Norwalk, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Artesia,
and Hawaiian Gardens, with whom we share lower densities and local economic and transportatlon
interests, and common fire and law enforcement agencies.

In addition, in our letter to the Commission dated June 28, 2011, proposing an alternative Assembly
District, we previously submitted data that supports our commonality with the cities mentioned above.
We found that the area has similar household median income (the majority of the area falls in the
$42,890 - $59,215 range), similar type of housing data (the majority of the area is owner-occupied
housing units); and the area is very diverse as evidenced by the high diversity index. Qur proposed plan
met a preponderance of the Commission’s criteria for a community of interest.

Areas on the northwestern half of the proposed district are much more urbanized, have greater densities,
and have little of the environmental and transportation interests with Lakewood and the other
southeastern cities and are not a good fit as a community of interest. _

Pléase reconsider our request to be in a district that 1s more a commupltyof mterest. Thank you.

_ Lakewood, CA 90712 — wwiw.lakewoodcity.org » Email: i
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By Mail & Fax

August 12, 2011

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

]
Re: Proposed Boundary between Assembly Districts 43 & 51
Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for your hard work. 1 live in the Sunset Junction neighborhood of the Silver Lake
area of Los Angeles and have been active in local community organizations — the Silver Lake
[mprovement Association and the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council — for the last 10 years.
’m writing with respect to the proposed division of the commercial heart of our area between
Assembly Districts 43 and 51.

1 understand that one of your mandates calls for respecting communities of interest. Well,
Sunset Junction (centered at the intersection where Santa Monica and Sunset Boulevards meet)
is the longstanding commercial center of our area. The MTA and SCAG very recently
completed a Compass Blueprint streetscape study of the area which calls for the creation of a
transit plaza at Sunset & Santa Monica (see Attachment “A). And our locai blog,
theeastsideria.com published an article on this just last month (see Attachment “B”).

The cwrrent redistricting proposal leaves the blocks immediately to the north and west of the
plaza in ADD 43, while the rest of the area, including nearby residential hillsides, is in AD 51.

Please don’t split up our area in this manner. Attachment “C” is the Google Earth overview of
the Sunset Junction area taken from your website. The main intersection is marked with a blue
dot, the proposed transit plaza with a yellow tniangle and of course the proposed boundary
between ADs 43 and 51 is in purple.

Kitty-comer from the transit plaza, where Sunset meets Manzanita, is a new 43-unit
condominium complex at 4111 Sunset Boulevard (marked with a green dot on Attachment
“C"). About 7 years ago the developers appeared with their proposal before our new
Neighborhood Council. This project has a block long fagade along Sunset Boulevard. But
rather than placing the main entrance in the center of the building, they purposely put it at the
east end of the complex facing Sunset Junction, with the expectation that this would be the
direction in which pedestrian traffic would flow. (See Attachments “D” and “E”)
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Having served on the group that drew the boundaries between our Neighborhood Council’s
districts (we call them “Regions’), I understand why all of Silver Lake could not have been
placed in AD 51. The northern portion has too many people and would throw the numbers out
of balance. (Our Neighborhood Council boundaries are noted in Attachment “F” from the NC
website.) Bint the western sliver of Silver Lake which is located in Sunset Junction — the
portion between Sanborn and Myra -- could easily be moved out of AT} 43 and consolidated
with the rest of Sunset Junction In AD 31.

In fact, it appears that AD 43 has a surplus of over 2700 persons, whereas AD 51 has a deficit
of 31. So moving the area east of Myra into AD 51 would actually put things more in balance.

Please give your strongest consideration to this. Moving the strip of land along Sunset
Boulevard between Sanborn and Myra into AD 51 would preserve a demonstrated community
of interest intact, would more conform with the community of interest defined by our
Neighborhood Council, and would provide for a better overall balance in terms of the numbers
of persons residing in each Assembly District.

Thank you for your consideration of the above and once again for all of your work.

Sincerely,

&

Wes

Los Angeles, CA 90026



Aug 1311 05:04p 7 3236680554

Attachment "A"
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Attachment "B"
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Attachment "C"
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Attachment "F"

B O Silver Lake Neighborheod R

" ~r

i o dr 7 silverlakenc.org

About

WHAT IS A NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL?

Iz June. :999. the voters of Los Angeles approved a new City Charter whick
created the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE). Its purpose is to
promote more citizen participation in governmentang to make government more
responsive to local needs througk: a citywide netweork of neigkberhood councils.
Each courcil it responsibie for representing the diverse interests of its
~“Stakeholders.”

AWHO ARE SILVER LAKE'S “STAKEHOLDERS?™

I Silver Lake. a stakeholder is anvone who lives. works. owns property. srownscer
operates a business within the Silver Lake Neighborhood Caurcil boundaries: or
who is a mermber of a comrmurity group. school, or religious institutior iv the
comrmurnity: or who works for ar adjacent school or religious institution. which
serves the community, To serve on the Governing Board of the SIXC,; or to vote in
Boardmember elections. stakeholders must be at least 1.4 vears of age and fili outa
stakeholder registration.

YOUR NEIGHEORHOOD BEOUNDARIES -

North: L4 River-Riverside Terrace
South: Clifford. Mayberryi.ao1 Fuy

East: z Fuy Giendole,Coronado. Tiaterioo
Wesi: Hoover Myra Hyperion
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PETITION TO THE CALIFORNIA CITIZENS’ REDISTRICTING COMMISSION

We the undersigned hereby request that the California Citizen’s Redistricting
Commission permit Commissioner Michael Ward file a minority report explaining his
reasons for voting against the state and federal legislative districts in California.

The Commission’s Code of Conduct requires commissioners to “disclose
information that belongs in the public domain freely and completely.” Article 21 of the
state Constitution, provides in Section 2(a) that the commission shall "conduct an open
and transparent process enabling full public consideration of and comment on the
drawing of district lines.”

These goals and critera wili not be met if Commissioner Ward is muzzled. Al
Commissioners should be allowed to file a full and compiete minority report to the
public on the Commission website and to the media.

) Name, Address, Email and/or Phone County Date
1 A e NLS\ano , LA £-13-1{
* i |{ dozty?
2 /) A W

4)

5)

6)

7)

Please circulate, scan and email to votersfirstact@crc.ca.gov
Don't forget to cc to david@fairthelines.org so California Conservative Action Group can track our
submissions fo the Citizens Redistricting Commission
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