
 

  
 

 
  

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  

 
 

  

   
   

 
  

 
  

       

 

-------- Original Message -------- 

Subject:CRC Public Comment - Region 2 - Inland Empire
 

Date:Mon, 30 May 2011 21:22:00 -0700 (GMT-07:00)
 

From:Carole Beswick < 
 

Reply-To: Carole Beswick < 
 

To: 
 

CC:Prentice John <  Harrison Sue <  Beswick Carole IA 
<  

May 30, 2011
 
Citizens Redistricting Commission 

901 P Street, Suite 154-A 

Sacramento, CA 95814
 
Fax: (916) 
 

I am writing on behalf of Inland Action, Inc., a non partisan, non-profit group of business leaders from San 

Bernardino and Riverside Counties (Citizens Redistricting Commission Region 2).  


Inland Action is comprised of 50 members, including local businesses, professionals, hospitals, universities and 
colleges. Formed in 1962, we have a general goal of promoting economic development within The Inland Empire. 
Our membership includes individuals and businesses that live and work in the Inland Empire.  The group travels 
to Washington D.C. and Sacramento annually to advocate on a variety of issues and projects specific to the region. 

We wanted to express our thanks for your service on the Citizens Redistricting Commission (“Commission”).  
Your time commitment devoted to public service is truly a selfless act that is appreciated by the State.  As you may 
know, while commissioners have expressed knowledge and history within the Inland Empire (both Riverside and 
San Bernardino Counties), there is only one member that resides within the region.  

While many groups and organizations have expressed single issue or single city interests to the Commission, we 

wanted to embark on an exercise that added value to the tough task ahead of the Commission.  Attached you will 

see a series of maps that take advantage of our extensive knowledge of the Inland Empire region that we call 

home.
 

Our region, The “Inland Empire, is defined for the purposes of our attachments, as it is defined by the Census 
Bureau, the entirety of San Bernardino and Riverside Counties.  The region includes over 4.2 million residents, 
over 27,000 square miles, and is the 13th largest Metropolitan Region in the United States.  The southwest corner 
of the Inland Empire contains the San Bernardino-Riverside urban area (as defined by the Census Bureau), that is 
home to almost 2 million people and is California’s fourth largest urban area. This urbanized area of the Inland 
Empire is richly diverse with socio-economic demographics similar to other large urban areas in California and a 
shared interest in promoting smart, sustainable urban communities with good jobs-housing balance. 

We wanted to share how our policy objectives harmonize with the redistricting guidelines adopted by the 

Commission:
 

1. We created districts that had the smallest amount of deviation, are contiguous and compact, and to the extent 
possible are nested; 



  
       

 
  

      

 
  

      

 
 

 
  

  
 

 
 

  
         

 
  

       
 

  
  

        

   

  

 
  

      

 
 

  
     

 
  

  
      

 
  

 
  

       
 

 
  

  

2. We created districts that kept cities and other communities of interest whole, and to the extent possible, 
placed cities and communities of interest in the Inland Empire that are geographically adjacent in the same 
district by using major geologic features (mountains, rivers, alluvial plains), freeways, or rural unincorporated 
areas, as the boundary lines for districts; 

3. To the extent possible, we attempted to ensure compliance with the Voting Rights Act (VRA) by creating 
districts that were sensitive to the changing demographics of the region without diluting representation among 
minority communities; 

4. To the extent possible, we created districts that kept the population of the Inland Empire in districts that 
followed the boundaries of the two-county region; going outside the two counties only where it appeared to 
improve VRA compliance (i.e., the Coachella and Imperial Valleys) or to preserve/enhance recognized 
communities of interest (i.e., the high desert areas of San Bernardino, Los Angeles, and Kern counties; and the 
West San Bernardino and Pomona Valleys). 

After optimizing the above policy objectives and paying careful attention to redistricting guidelines of the 
Commission, the following is a summary of our proposed Assembly, Senate, and Congressional district maps for 
the Inland Empire: 

1. All of the maps created for Congress, Senate, and Assembly are 0% deviation.  They are also compact, 
contiguous, and two Assembly seats are nested within each Senate seat. 

2. With few exceptions, we have kept local communities whole, which we believe is critical to representing the 
widely varying geographies and demographics of the Inland Empire.  We crossed county lines between Riverside 
and San Bernardino County where it made strategic sense to keep the distinctive  urban areas and rural areas in 
Inland Empire within districts that can properly represent the distinct interests of urban and rural populations.  
We only crossed outside of Riverside and San Bernardino Counties in three (3) of twenty (21) district submittals. 

3. As two of the fastest growing counties and the second largest metropolitan area in California, we have 
attempted to give a strong voice to this vital region of California, while being sensitive to the Voting Rights Act by 
creating more opportunities for total representation within the Inland Empire.  Currently, there are 13 state and 
federal officeholders whose districts are comprised of 60% or greater population from the Inland Empire, with 10 
of those 13 districts being 100% contained within the region). The proposed maps create 21 districts in which the 
Inland Empire population will comprise at least 60% of the district population, with 16 of the 21 districts being 
100% contained within the region). As the 13th largest metropolitan area in the United States, we firmly believe 
the Inland Empire needs and deserves this type of unified and cohesive state and federal representation, as 
opposed to the fragmented representation it has received under the current district boundaries. 

4. We have also created more opportunities for minority representation in the Inland Empire by creating 
districts that maintain the urban and rural balance that also defines minority/non-minority areas in Riverside and 
San Bernardino Counties.  In contrast to the current districts for the Inland Empire, our submittals create more 
opportunities for minority representation in the following ways: 

A.  Senate – Currently, only one of the three Senate districts in the Inland Empire contains more than 50% 
Hispanic population (SD 32 with 68.6%).  Our submittals create three majority Hispanic districts out of five total 
Senate districts in the Inland Empire (District B with 57%, District C with 53%, and District E with 55%). 

B. Assembly – Currently, three of the six Assembly districts contain more than 50% Hispanic population (AD 61 
with 59.3%, AD 62 with 59.8%, and AD 80 with 60%); and no other current Assembly district has greater than 
31% Hispanic population. Our submittals create four majority Hispanic districts of ten total Assembly districts in 
the Inland Empire (B2 with 70%, C1 with 54%, C2 with 52%, and E2 with 72%). Additionally, our submittals 
create two additional Assembly seats that have greater than 40% Hispanic population (B1 with 44% and D1 with 
49%). 

C. Congress – Currently, only one of the four Congressional districts contains a majority Hispanic population 
(CD43 with 58.3%), and none of the other three districts have more than 38% Hispanic population. Our 
submittals create two majority Hispanic districts (C with 63%, and D with 51%) while also including three 
additional seats that have more than 40% Hispanic population (B with 45%, E with 41%, and F with 47%). 



 

 
  

 
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

 
  

  

  

  
  

 

 

 

  

 

In creating of these proposed maps we feel we have met the policy goals outlined above, followed closely the 
redistricting guidelines of the Commission, complied with the both legal requirements and the intent of the Voting 
Rights Act to ensure minority representation, and demonstrated the ability to keep the Inland Empire together as 
a single region so the 4.2 million residents will have a strong voice in the decisions made in our state and federal 
government. 

Attached are the maps of the State Senate (SD), State Assembly (AD), and Congress (CD) districts that Inland 
Action is proposing for the Inland Empire.  We have also attached a spreadsheet that summarizes some of the 
basic demographic data for the proposed districts to assist the Commission's understanding of how the districts 
benefit regional and minority representation in the Inland Empire. 

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to submit this material to the Commission and look forward to welcoming 
you back to the Inland Empire on June 19th in San Bernardino. 

Sincerely, 

Carole Beswick 
President and CEO 

A non-profit, non-partisan corporation of public spirited leaders who have joined together 
 to be a catalyst for the economic well-being of the Inland Empire region of California. 

Carole Beswick 
. 
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5 attachments 

CRC Public Comment Letter.doc 
165K 

Inland.Action.AD_submittal_[1][1].pdf 
1327K 

Inland.Action.CD_submittal_[1][1].pdf 
960K 

Inland.Action.SD_submittal_[1][1].pdf 
799K 

Inland.Action_district_comparisons_(submittal)(1).xls
30K 



 

 
    

SENATE 

District 

% Population w/in 

Riverside & San 

Bernardino Co. 

Latino 

Population (%) 

Latino CVAP 

(%) 

African American 

Population (%) 

African American 

CVAP (%) 

Current 31 100 

100 

100 

40.3 

68.6 

40.7 

28.3 6.5 7.5 

32 51.8 12 14.3 

37 26.4 7.3 8 

18 13 37.7 24.1 4.3 4.9 

29 14 30 23 3.4 3.7 

40 20 66.7 49 5.8 7 

Proposed A 70 % (Approx) 37 24 10 9 

B 100 57 41 8 10 

C 100 53 36 9 11 

D 100 40 27 8 8 

E 80 % (Approx) 55 34 4 4 

ASSEMBLY 

Current 34 12 37.6 29.9 3.5 4.1 

36 32 29.7 30.3 12.1 14.6 

59 48 21.2 22.2 4.7 6 

60 15 24 22.1 2.9 3.4 

61 65 59.3 49.8 8.2 10.1 

62 100 59.8 54.5 13.9 16.1 

63 100 30.1 29.3 9.3 9.6 

64 100 29.2 24.1 8.5 8.7 

65 100 26.7 24.1 6.3 7 

66 19 33.3 26.7 3.8 4.5 

71 34 23.8 20.6 3.2 4.6 

80 70 60 43.5 3.6 4.9 

Proposed A1 65 (Approx) 38 25 13 11 

A2 100 37 24 8 7 

B1 100 44 33 7 8 

B2 100 70 52 9 13 

C1 100 54 37 12 13 

C2 100 52 35 7 9 

D1 100 49 33 10 12 

D2 100 30 21 5 5 

E1 100 38 21 5 4 

E2 65 (Approx) 72 51 3 5 

CONGRESS 

Current 25 20 27.1 25.6 8.2 10.4 

26 37 24.5 23.8 4.6 5.2 

41 100 23.4 22.2 5.5 6.2 



42 18 23.8 21.9 3 3.3 

43 100 58.3 51.7 12.8 15.1 

44 78 35 29 5.7 6.9 

45 100 38 27.8 6.6 7.2 

49 44 29.5 21.6 5.3 5 

Proposed A 100 35 22 8 7 

B 80 45 34 7 7 

C 100 63 45 9 11 

D 100 51 34 13 15 

E 100 41 28 6 6 

F 100 47 28 4 4 
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