May 23, 2011

Citizens Redistricting Commission

1130 K Street, Suite 101

Sacramento, CA 95814


RE:  Numbering of Coastal Senate Districts

Dear Honorable Commissioners:

On behalf of the California League of Conservation Education Fund and our sister organization, the California League of Conservation Voters (with over 50,000 members and activists statewide), we wish to go on the record in urging the Citizens Redistricting Commission (“CRC”) to ensure that California's coastal communities have continuous representation in the California State Senate.

Throughout the public input phase of the redistricting process we have repeatedly testified as to the importance of coastal communities as an economic resource and community of interest and have requested that the CRC minimize the number of legislative districts that will provide representation to these regions, in order to diminish separation of these coastal communities of interest.  We have now identified an additional issue that has the possibility of threatening the representation of the very communities that we are advocating to protect.

As you are aware, the 40 members of the California State Senate are elected to four-year terms, with 20 members of the Senate being elected every two-year election cycle.  Which members are up for election in any given election cycle is determined by the district number. In 2010 members from even numbered Senate districts were up for election, meaning that in 2012 members from odd numbered Senate districts will be up for election.

Significant portions of the California coastal region are represented by Senate districts with odd numbers.  Indeed, the entire coastal region from Santa Cruz to Santa Monica are in odd numbered districts (Senate Districts 11, 15, 19, 23).  We urge you to maintain odd Senate district numbers for each of these areas.  Failing to do so will lead to mass disenfranchisement of voters and underrepresentation of the coastal communities for a period of two years.

Perhaps an example will best illustrate the point.  Senate District 23 currently encompasses the Santa Monica mountains and includes the coastal areas along Highway 1 from Malibu to Santa Monica.  Lets assume the CRC draws a coastal district that encompasses these areas, but assigns it an even number, say Senate District 24.  In this example the four-year term for current district SD 23 would expire at the end of 2012.  Because the new district number is even and not up for election in 2012, there would be no incoming representative and the coastal region encompassed by the new SD 24 would not have  representation until 2014 when even numbered districts are up for election.  The result would be the same in SD 11, 15, and 19 as well.  This lack of representation will disenfranchise the voters in these coastal communities and leave the coast without an advocate in the State Senate for 2-years.

It is important to note that the specific number of any Senate district is not relevant to the issue identified in this letter because it is not the Senate district itself that determines when a district is up for election, but merely whether it is even or odd.  

The California Constitution provides the CRC with broad discretion when assigning numbers to legislative districts, merely requiring that the numbers be assigned “north to south.”  We urge the CRC to exercise this discretion in a manner that minimized the disenfranchisement of voters and ensures that the coastal regions of California have continuous representation.  Those coastal districts that have an odd number should continue to be an odd number in any Senate plans adopted by the CRC.

I would be delighted to discuss this further with the Commission during my testimony on Thursday.

Sincerely,

H. Eric Schockman, Ph.D.  Vice President 

