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Post Office Box 4455
Stockton, California 95204-0455

(Telephone 209/941-0346)

March 28, 2011

Independent Citizens' Redistricting
Commission

1130 K Street, Suite #101

Sacramento, California 95814

Attention: Public Comment
Commissioners:

As it now stands, San Joaquin County's congressional and state
legislative representation is, plain and simple, too fragmented
(that the county is presently hacked apart for representation by
four different state assemblypersons is absurd in the extreme) and
thus deprives the county of representatives whose primary focus is
on the county's needs. Further, it in no way can be said to
comport to the new requirements that districts should reflect a
"community of interest" and "rational geographical boundaries," to
quote from the March 20 column from The Record (copy highlighted
and attached hereto). (Though San Joaquin County is both urban and
rural, there does exist a "community of interest" as both have his-
torically had an interface with and effect upon the other, economi-
cally and socially. For instance, most of us city folk would never
want to see the beautiful and economically productive wine country
around Lodi paved over.)

To remedy the current representational fragmentation, I am in com-
plete agreement with the possibilities for redistricting as put
forth in the attached; specifically, that district boundaries be
reconfigured so that San Joaquin County will have (a) one district
representing it in the House of Representatives and (b) two dis-
tricts representing it in the State Assembly. (Though not ad-
dressed in detail by Michael Fitzgerald in his column, certainly no
harm would be done to the county - quite the contrary! - if it were
also to be represented by one district in the State Senate.)

Especially given that San Joaquin County has a population (close to
700,000) approaching some states of the union, I urge you to please
put an end to its present chop-job representation.
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. Very truly yours,

REGORY MULL
Attachment

cc w/o att: Mr. Michael Fitzgerald
The Record
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See all our past

coverage of the medi-

cal marijuana debate |
under Special Reports;
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