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

Subject:Public Comment: 8 - Solano
 

Date:Fri, 10 Jun 2011 03:26:13 +0000
 

From:donfeiner < 
 

To: 
 

From: donfeiner < 

Subject: redistricting 


Message Body: 

As a retired Director of Mental Health  who lives in Napa County, I was and am aware of the tremendous overlap of services of these
 
Counties 


This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission 

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=d92a6b21a7&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=1307... 6/13/2011 

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=d92a6b21a7&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=1307


 
 
 

 

 

 

	 	

Subject: RedistricƟng
 
From: "Tom Wilson" < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 10:59:20 -0700
 
To: < 
 

I am writing this to request that your Commission take a second look at the proposed boundaries for the U.S. 
Congressional District that includes Napa County.  The proposed boundaries isolate Napa County from its 
neighbors with similar interests—agricultural and commercial—and link them to counties to our east which, 
because of climate and geography have little in common with Napa.  In many instances Napa’s interests and 
theirs would be in conflict thus neutralizing our representative’s ability to fairly represent his/her district.  And, 
the proposed  boundaries put the city of American Canyon in another district.  American Canyon, now the 
fastest growing city in Napa County, long suffered from a feeling of isolation from the rest of the County.  In 
recent years that feeling has been all but eliminated through effective cooperative efforts between American 
Canyon and the rest of the County.  I hope that you can redraw the proposed district boundaries to minimize the 
problems I have mentioned above. 

Thanks, 

Tom Wilson 
 

Napa, CA 94558 

Redistricting 
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Dear Sirs and Madams, Please keep our district as it is. We are coastal counties with vast wine 
growing regions. We have much in common. The new lines make no sense. It splits too many 
counties in sections and puts Napa County in with counties we don't have much in common. Plus 
splitting American Canyon off from the county it is in will alienate them from the rest of the 
county. How will our representative represent us well if we have a conglomerate of interests and 
nobody will get full attention to problems. It is a shotgun approach that just doesn't make sense 
to me. Sincerely, Sid and Al Robles 



 
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

   
 

 
  

    
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Hello, 

Don Dickenson shared a map, and asked for your comment. 

Proposed "North Bay" Congressional District 

My proposed "North Bay" Congressional District starts at the Golden Gate and includes all of 
Marin County (252,409), all of the Petaluma River watershed (including the City of Petaluma) 
south of a line from the Marin/Sonoma County border east through Meacham Hill and 
continuing on through Sonoma Mountain as well as all of the Sonoma Valley (including the 
Town of Sonoma) (total 110,498), then all of Napa County (136,684), and in Solano County all 
of Vallejo and Benecia and to complete the 702,905 total population, a portion of Fairfield which 
is the only city split in the district. Marin and Napa would be undivided and only the two larger 
counties (by population) would be split. This district would include all of the northbay 
watersheds that flow into the bay from the Golden Gate to the beginning of the Delta and would 
keep all of the Sonoma and Napa wine making valleys together. 

http://www.healthycity.org/c/redistrict_view/sc/groupmap/gmid/79/gmcd/356e015fae81976796149e44a4fd164e/gmarea/yk/071#/geo/myarea/zt/42291/zl/13/x/-122.583848/y/38.339596/x_ori/-122.583848/y_ori/38.339596/msw/750/msh/400/cm/e/cat/%7C%7C%7C%7C%7C/so/dist/so_dir/asc/rpp/20/page/0/t1il//t1i/0/t2il//t2i/0/t3il//t3i/0/sprtind/[]/sprtgeo/state/sprtzt/06/ind1rm//ind2rm//res//rem//reg//rez//rezp/0/yk/071
http://www.healthycity.org/


 
 

 
 

 

 

	 	

Subject: Region 8 - Marin/Sonoma/Napa Counties 
From:  
Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2011 17:28:12 EDT 
To:  

Region 8 	-	Marin/Sonoma/Napa 	Counties 

My proposed “North Coast” Congressional District would start at the Oregon border and include all of Del Norte 
(28,610), Humboldt (134,623), Trinity (13,786), Mendocino (87,841), and Lake (64,665) counties. In addition, it would 
include 373,380 people in Sonoma County including the entire Santa Rosa basin and all other areas that drain into the 
Russian River. The southern edge of the district would run from the Marin/Sonoma county border at the coast almost due 
east through Meacham Hill (between Petaluma and Cotati), east to Sonoma Mountain then across the upper end of the 
Sonoma Valley (at Oakmont) where it would intersect the Napa County line. 

This district respects the testimony that the north coast counties remain in a single district along the Highway 101 
Corridor and not be connected to the Central Valley.  It also includes Lake County where there was testimony that they 
were more connected to the counties to the West rather than those to the East. 

NO cities are divided in this proposal and only the largest county (by population), Sonoma, is divided. Most importantly 
this avoids putting Santa Rosa and Rohnert Park into a Congressional District that extends across the Central Valley and 
includes Glenn, Colusa, Sutter and part of Yolo Counties.  It also EXCLUDES the entire Petaluma River and Sonoma 
Creek basins that drain to the bay and are included in my proposed "North Bay" Congressional District. 
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Region 8 	-	Marin/Sonoma/Napa 	Counties 

My proposed "North Bay" Congressional District starts at the Golden Gate and includes all of Marin County (252,409), all 
of the Petaluma River watershed (including the City of Petaluma) south of a line from the Marin/Sonoma County border 
east through Meacham Hill and continuing on through Sonoma Mountain as well as all of the Sonoma Valley (including the 
Town of Sonoma) (total 110,498), all of Napa County (136,684), and in Solano County all of Vallejo and Benicia and to 
complete the 702,905 total population, a portion of Fairfield which is the only city split in this district. Marin and Napa 
Counties would be undivided and only the two larger counties (by population) would be split. This district would include all 
of the north bay watersheds that flow into the bay from the Golden Gate to the beginning of the Delta and would keep all 
of the Sonoma Valley and Napa Valley wine making areas together. 

North Bay Congressional District June 7.pdf 

North Coast Congressional District June 7.pdf 

North Coast Congressional District June 7.pdf 
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Proposed North Coast Congressional District 

Don Dickenson –  

[June 7, 2011] 

My proposed “North Coast” Congressional District would start at the Oregon border and include all of 
Del Norte (28,610), Humboldt (134,623), Trinity (13,786), Mendocino (87,841), and Lake (64,665) 
counties. In addition, it would include 373,380 people in Sonoma County including the entire Santa 
Rosa basin and all other areas that drain into the Russian River. The southern edge of the district 
would run from the Marin/Sonoma county border at the coast almost due east through Meacham Hill 
(between Petaluma and Cotati), east to Sonoma Mountain then across the upper end of the Sonoma 
Valley (at Oakmont) where it would intersect the Napa County line. 

This district respects the testimony that the north coast counties remain in a single district along the 
Highway 101 Corridor and not be connected to the Central Valley. It also includes Lake County where 
there was testimony that they were more connected to the counties to the West rather than those to 
the East. 

NO cities are divided in this proposal and only the largest county (by population), Sonoma, is divided. 
Most importantly this avoids putting Santa Rosa and Rohnert Park into a Congressional District that 
extends across the Central Valley and includes Glenn, Colusa, Sutter and part of Yolo Counties. It 
also EXCLUDES the entire Petaluma River and Sonoma Creek basins that drain to the bay and are 
included in my proposed "North Bay" Congressional District. 



 

 



 
   

   
 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 
 

   
 

  

 

 
 

  
 

 
 

   

   

    

   

    

   
 

Redistricting Data 
In two or three sentences, explain how you want your audience to interpret this data. You can 
remove any individual chart if need be. 

Population 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Total Population 702,940 

Citizen Voting Age Population 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: Statewide Database at the University of 
California Berkeley 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Citizen Voting Age Population 482,608 

Ethnicity / Race 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial 
Census 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Hispanic or Latino 20.69% 145,445 

White alone 68.93% 484,537 

Black or African American alone 1.41% 9,906 

Asian 3.12% 21,960 

Some Other Race 2.73% 19,181 

Two or More Races 3.12% 21,911 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

   

 

 
 

         
         

       
            
     

         
        

          
      

 

Proposed North Bay Congressional District 

Don Dickenson -  

[June 7, 2011] 

My proposed "North Bay" Congressional District starts at the Golden Gate and includes all of Marin 
County (252,409), all of the Petaluma River watershed (including the City of Petaluma) south of a line 
from the Marin/Sonoma County border east through Meacham Hill and continuing on through Sonoma 
Mountain as well as all of the Sonoma Valley (including the Town of Sonoma) (total 110,498), all of 
Napa County (136,684), and in Solano County all of Vallejo and Benicia and to complete the 702,905 
total population, a portion of Fairfield which is the only city split in this district. Marin and Napa 
Counties would be undivided and only the two larger counties (by population) would be split. This 
district would include all of the north bay watersheds that flow into the bay from the Golden Gate to the 
beginning of the Delta and would keep all of the Sonoma Valley and Napa Valley wine making areas 
together. 



 



 
   

  
 

 

 

 
 

   
 

 

  
 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 
  

   
 

  

 

 
 

  
 

 
 

   

   

    

   

    

   
 

Redistricting Data 
In two or three sentences, explain how you want your audience to interpret this data. You can 
remove any individual chart if need be. 

Population 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Total Population 702,824 

Citizen Voting Age Population 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: Statewide Database at the University of 
California Berkeley 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Citizen Voting Age Population 463,392 

Ethnicity / Race 
Universe: Total Population 
Datasource: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial 
Census 
Data Year: 2010 
Data Level: Census Block 

Hispanic or Latino 21.78% 153,043 

White alone 58.24% 409,343 

Black or African American alone 6.26% 43,999 

Asian 9.81% 68,981 

Some Other Race 0.60% 4,222 

Two or More Races 3.31% 23,236 



 
 
 

 

	 	

	 	

Subject: RedistricƟng of Napa County
 
From: Stephanie Dyer < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 19:46:12 +0000
 
To: "  < 
 

The proposal to move Napa from a district composed of wine country counties (Sonoma, 
Mendocino, Lake counties) to one composed of Central Valley counties would have the 
effect of politically disenfranchising the majority of county voters. Napa is 
demographically much more like its wine country neighbors than these Central Valley 
counties. This is reflected in its votes in favor of controversial social issues such 
as gay marriage and marijuana legalization, both of which were overwhelmingly defeated 
in Central Valley counties. The proposed change makes no political sense and does not 
serve the interest of Napa county citizens. It may even encourage some of those 
citizens to relocate to other Bay Area counties where they can elect political 
representatives who reflect their values and interests, instead of Central Valley 
interests. This, in turn, could have a disastrous effect on Napa County economy, 
particularly wine and food tourism. 

Stephanie Dyer 
Professor, Sonoma State University, and Napa County resident 

Sent from my iPad 

Redistricting of Napa	 County 
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Subject: Redistricting
 
From: Steven&Sandra Booth < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 12:54:58 -0700
 
To: < 
 

Commission, 

Having followed a little bit about the redistricting of Napa County, I would like to say it would be better to put Napa 
County 
with like areas that share commonality. For sure American Canyon, that has been working so hard at it, should be a 
part of Napa County's district as should Lake, Mendocino and Sonoma Counties. By mixing it up with very dissimilar 
counties like Glen, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter with vastly different representational needs, the most recent redistricting 
plan I've seen is not a good solution. 

Sincerely, 

Sandra Booth 
Juniper Booth Studio 

 
Napa, CA 94581 

Redistricting 
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Tragic Redistricting Proposal 

Subject: Tragic RedistricƟng Proposal 
From: Don Huffman <  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 11:36:19 -0700 
To:  

Dear California Citizens Redistricting Commission, 

It is with a genuine sense of urgency that you reconsider your iniƟal redistricƟng map as it relates 
to the people of Napa County. It may look small and insignificant to you because our populaƟon 
base is small, but it is imperaƟve that Napa County be folded back into the North Coast District. 

Your new map excludes Napa County from the region most similar, and congruent with the people 
of Napa County. The enƟre Napa County, with its' close relaƟonship to Sonoma County and the 
North Coast, is most similar to these neighbors in culture, climate, and topography. You can NOT 
exclude us from those neighbors. We cannot exist exclusively with just the Central Valley interests. 
There is absolutely nothing similar, at all, to that with Glen, Colusa, Yuba and SuƩer counƟes - not 
in temperature, not in land-use, not in agricultural iniƟaƟves, not in traffic paƩerns, not in water 
use, not in history, not in populaƟon, not in tourism issues, not even in the standards held for 
environmental issues. Napa County needs to be pulled immediately from this proposed map and 
placed back into the North Coast Region. This proposed map will cause great havoc to the wine 
industry and the people of Napa County. Look at the capita per acre of land, you'll quickly see we 
have one of the most valuable regions in the state. The wine industry values the North Coast and 
it's effect on our economy more than any other outside influence. 

It would be tragic to loose all of the equity we have built over the decades with these regional 
partners and our elected officials. 

Please change the map! 

Don J Huffman 
 

Napa, CA 94558 
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Re-Districting of Napa County 

Subject: Re-DistricƟng of Napa County 
From: Rinconlupe <  
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 22:04:36 -0400 (EDT) 
To:  

This email is to express my dissatisfaction with the current draft plan to redistrict Napa County with Glenn, 
Colusa, Yuba and Sutter Counties.  Napa's shared communities of interest are Lake Mendocino, Sonoma 
and to a lesser extent Yolo and Solano.  These are the main counties of the premium wine industry. Much of 

our  economy depend on wine, tourism and hospitality. Napa County has less in common with counties in Sacramento Valley, 

namely Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter.  I agree with others that it it makes much more sense to include Napa in a 

Congressional district with a Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with northern Sacramento Valley.  Also, 
American Canyon should be included in Napa County's district.  It too has a shared identity with Napa 
County, and leaving it out of our district would be a tremendous loss to Napa County. 

Lupe Rincon 
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Subject: RedistricƟng
 
From: "Tom Wilson" < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 10:59:20 -0700
 
To: < 
 

I am writing this to request that your Commission take a second look at the proposed boundaries for the U.S. 
Congressional District that includes Napa County.  The proposed boundaries isolate Napa County from its 
neighbors with similar interests—agricultural and commercial—and link them to counties to our east which, 
because of climate and geography have little in common with Napa.  In many instances Napa’s interests and 
theirs would be in conflict thus neutralizing our representative’s ability to fairly represent his/her district.  And, 
the proposed  boundaries put the city of American Canyon in another district.  American Canyon, now the 
fastest growing city in Napa County, long suffered from a feeling of isolation from the rest of the County.  In 
recent years that feeling has been all but eliminated through effective cooperative efforts between American 
Canyon and the rest of the County.  I hope that you can redraw the proposed district boundaries to minimize the 
problems I have mentioned above. 

Thanks, 

Tom Wilson 
 

Napa, CA 94558 

Redistricting 
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Subject: Unique Interest grouping
 
From: "Pete Downs" < 
 
Date: Tue, 07 Jun 2011 13:29:00 -0700
 
To: < 
 

I am employed by Jackson Family Wines (Kendall-Jackson). Our vineyards and winery 
started over 25 years ago in Lake county and now includes holdings in Lake, Mendocino, 
Napa and Sonoma counties. I feel very strongly that these four counties should all be 
included in the same Congressional district because they represent a very important and 
highly visible part of the California grape and wine industry. 

One of the guidelines for the Congressional redistricting is to find communities of 
unique interest. 

The "wine country" that includes Napa, Sonoma, Lake and Mendocino counties satisfies 
that requirement. Those of us that live and work in these four counties are bound 
together by all the issues that arise out of the production of grapes and wine; land 
use, preservation of farmland, taxation and succession planning for agriculture for 
future generations among others. 

The sparse population in Lake and Mendocino counties argue for the inclusion of the 
entire area of those counties to be in the district of like interest of viticulture. 
Napa and Sonoma counties, known worldwide for their grapes and wines is obvious for 
inclusion in this grouping. 

If we look at population density for the proposed district, in addition to Napa, Sonoma 
(the northern portion to include about 240,000 people), Lake and Mendocino counties we 
should capture the coastal counties of Humboldt, Del Norte and Trinity that is adjacent 
to Humboldt. This should yield the required population of about 703,000 people for a 
complete district. The southern half of Sonoma county would fit nicely with Marin and 
either a portion of San Francisco or Contra Costa to make up another district. 

E. B. "Pete" Downs 

Unique Interest grouping 
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Re-districtng 

Subject: Re-districtng
 
From: Rchuck711 < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 14:13:37 -0400 (EDT)
 
To: 
 

I want to express my strong objections to the redistricting plan to separate Napa County from 
Sonoma and Mendecino 
. 
It is logical in that we have the same interests and concerns. 

Regards, 
Charles R. Rivas 
A very concerned citizen 
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Subject: redistricƟng Napa County 
From: Tom Timar <  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 10:30:54 -0700 
To:  

I write to urge you to reconsider the current redistricting map, which would place Napa 
County in a district with Solano, Yuba, etc. Napa County has little or no common 
interest with those counties, while it has consideralbe interest and affinity with 
Sonoma, Mendocino, and perhaps Lake counties. These counties have a common agricultural 
base, a common cultural base, and are historically connected to one another. 

Thomas B. Timar 
Professor, Education Policy 
Director, Center for Applied Policy in Education 
School of Education 
University of California, Davis 
Office phone:  
Mobile phone:  

redistricting Napa 	County 
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Napa Redistricting 

Subject: Napa RedistricƟng 
From: "James Raymond" <  
Date: Wed, 08 Jun 2011 19:45:07 -0700 
To:  

To whom it may concern: 

My name is James Raymond, Executive Director for Napa Valley TV. We provide the services for the 
City of American Canyon's government meeting and have spent several years building American 
Canyon's inclusion into Napa County's area residents. Their residents have been involved in the 
creation and distribution of our programming and help to create a unique experience for other Napa 
Valley TV individuals. 

In addition, the City of American Canyon has done a lot over the years to include themselves in the 
economy related matters of Napa County. Much of our economy depends on wine, tourism, and 
hospitality.  Leaving American Canyon out of the Napa County district is destructive to the great work 
the City of American Canyon has been doing to create a shared identity with the rest of the county. 

Our main shared communities of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent Yolo and 
Solano.  These are the main counties of the premium wine industry and our economy depends on this. 

Napa has MUCH LESS in common with the inclusion of the proposed counties in the redistricting plan. 

Please reconsider the redistricting as it is currently being proposed as it is destructive to American 
Canyon and Napa County. 

Sincerely, 
-James Raymond
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Subject: Please keep Napa in a district with Mendocino County!!
 
From: Donna R Altes < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 17:30:44 -0700 (PDT)
 
To: 
 

Please, please, please, consider the following points when deciding on redistricƟng:
 

-Napa's shared communiƟes of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent Yolo
 
and Solano.
 
-These are the main counƟes of the premium wine industry. Our economies depend on wine,
 
tourism and hospitality.
 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counƟes in Sacramento Valley, namely
 
Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and SuƩer.
 
-Not only do these counƟes share no common interests but are diametrically opposed on most
 
issues.
 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a Lake-Mendocino-

Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with northern Sacramento Valley.
 
-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdicƟons for populaƟon consideraƟons,
 
but leaving American Canyon out of Napa County's district is destrucƟve to the great work the City
 
of American Canyon has been doing to create a shared idenƟty with the rest of the county.
 
Thank you so much for reading this and considering keeping Napa in a district with Lake and
 
Mendocino CounƟes...
 

Sincerely,
 

Donna R. Altes
 
A Napa County resident and teacher
 

Please keep	 Napa in	 a district with Mendocino County!! 
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Subject: Public Comment: 8 - Napa 
From: Mark Eggan <  
Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2011 18:24:02 +0000 
To:  

From: Mark Eggan <  
Subject: Don't ReZone American Canyon 

Message Body: 
Eleven years ago when I left the private sector in search of employment in the public 
sector, I found a wonderfully small little community in American Canyon. The bastard 
stepchild of Napa County, so to speak. I thought it would be a perfect place to live 
as I had just started with the County of Napa and feel that the best place to live 
would be in the newest incorporated part of the County, American Canyon. This 
community was tight-knit and very humble to be in Napa County now (now being over 11 
years ago). 
Current possible rezoning plans want to place American Canyon back into Vallejo (Solano 
County). There really must be some other solutions to this. 
The City of American Canyon has been contracting with the County of Napa Sheriff 
Department for Law Enforcement services and acting as the City of American Canyon 
Police Department. This would mean an immediate end to this contract and I feel all 
the outreach that the Napa County Sheriff department folks have done in American Canyon 
and at our new High School would go away and the City of Vallejo or Solano County would 
place American Canyon on a backburner as the County has had financial issues for quite 
some time. Investing in a newly (re)incorporated city would be disaster for the 
current 'regime'. 
To add, I have been voting in Napa County for years. I have embedded myself into the 
politics of this my County, my home. 
Please keep everything the same as it is. 

This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission 

Public Comment: 8 -	 Napa 
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Subject: RedistricƟng map draŌ - First Congressional District - American Canyon
 
From: "Karath, Michael" < 
 
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 13:01:07 -0700
 
To: < 
 

Dear Commission Members: 

Please find attached to this email a copy of Napa County Supervisor Keith Caldwell’s letter concerning the boundary 

lines of the First Congressional District in the Commission’s draft “visualized boundary” map - and specifically, the 

Commission’s severing of the City of American Canyon from the County of Napa. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about this letter. 

Regards, 

Michael Karath 

Staff Assistant BOS 

Napa County 

Office:  

Cell:  

 

Napa County Supervisor Keith Caldwell - American Canyon redistricƟng.pdf 

Redistricting map draft - First Congressional District - American Canyon 
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Subject: Napa Valley Vintners
 
From: "Anne Steinhauer" < 
 
Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2011 14:53:40 -0700
 
To: < 
 

To whom it may concern, 

The Napa Valley Vintners is the non-profit trade association representing 400 member wineries in Napa County.  The 
Napa Valley wine industry has an economic impact of $11 billion a year, which is 34% of the overall $42.4 billion a year 
from the California wine industry. 

On March 16, the NVV submitted letters on redistricting (attached) which were not taken into consideration considering 
the currently released maps. 

The NVV strongly suggest that the redistricting commission scrap the current maps. 

Napa County needs to be in one continuous district.  American Canyon is a part of Napa County and needs to continue to 
be so. 

Napa County also needs to be connected with the other wine growing regions in Northern California, including Sonoma, 
Mendocino and Lake County.  The wine industry perfectly matches the criteria in the Legal Handbook for the Citizens 
Redistricting Commission for drawing of district lines focuses on geographical compact and continuous areas that include 
agricultural communities of interest. 

Therefore the NVV strongly recommends that the current maps be redraw to reflect continuity in Napa County and that 
the district include the north coast wine growing regions in Northern California. 

Thank you! 

Anne Steinhauer, Community Relat ions Manager
 
Napa Valley Vintners
 

 - direct
 

 facebook  twit ter  nvv blog   website 

What are you doing the first weekend in June? Join us for
 
Auction Napa Valley, June 2-5, 2011, where wine lover and
 Description: 
winemaker meet for four days of all the best Napa Valley has http://www.napav 
to offer. The NVV's annual community fundraiser benefits 
health, youth development and housing non-profits. Click here 
for more information or to purchase tickets.. 

, st. helena, ca 94574 ·  main · 
 fax 

RedistricƟng.pdf 

Napa Valley Vintners 
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Subject: Public Comment: 8 - Napa 
From: Jose Hernandez <  
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 16:52:14 +0000 
To:  

From: Jose Hernandez <  
Subject: Redistricting of Napa County 

Message Body: 
Committee members: 
I have worked and lived in Sonoma & Napa county the past 25 years in education within 
the high school, 4 year college and now at the Napa Valley College (community college 
level). I have also been an involved citizen within 501 non profits. That said, I 
believe your recent decision to eliminate American Canyon in the southern area of Napa 
County is erroneous and will have a great impact upon the established links of parents, 
social and economic development. American Canyon is steeped into the socio-econnomic, 
educational sphere of Napa County.This will create choas within our unified school 
district, and hamper those areas alredy mentioned . Please reconsider this 
redistricting decision. Note that there are strong historical ties between Napa, Sonoma 
and the common land, work,trades of agriculture & tourism. To eliminate American Canyon 
the southern portion of Napa County will have a dramatic impact upon those living in 
American Canyon and the rest of our county. Tahnk you i!
 n advance for your time, work and re consideration. 

This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission 

Public Comment: 8 -	 Napa 
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Subject: Public Comment: 8 - Napa 
From: Roque A Arevalo <  
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 18:07:58 +0000 
To:  

From: Roque A Arevalo <  
Subject: Drafts of distric map 

Message Body:
 
I do not agree with the draft that has been presented, it does not make any sense to 

include Napa with northern Sacramento counties that have nothing in common with Napa. 

Napa residents will not accept this proposal.
 

This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission 

Public Comment: 8 -	 Napa 
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Napa Re-districting 

Subject: Napa Re-districƟng
 
From: < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 19:31:16 -0700
 
To: < 
 

As a 25 year resident of Napa I oppose Napa being clumped with Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter 
counties 
Napa's shared communiƟes of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent Yolo
 
and Solano.
 
-These are the main counƟes of the premium wine industry. Our economies depend on wine,
 
tourism and hospitality.
 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counƟes in Sacramento Valley, namely
 
Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and SuƩer.
 
-Not only do these counƟes share no common interests but are diametrically opposed on most
 
issues.
 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a Lake-Mendocino-

Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with northern Sacramento Valley.
 
Wayne Ryan 
www.winecountryestatemanagement.com 
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Subject: Re: Napa County RedistricƟng
 
From: Joanne Gifford | Democrats of Napa Valley < 
 
Date: Wed, 08 Jun 2011 14:11:44 -0700
 
To: Alex Pader < 
 
CC:  

Thanks, Alex! 

Best, 

Joanne 
^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
Sender: Joanne Gifford, President 
Democrats of Napa Valley 
Please reply to:  
Cell phone:   
======================================= 

On 6/8/11 1:38 PM, Alex Pader wrote: 

Hello, 

As a resident of Napa County I am deeply concerned with the proposed
 
changes to my congressional district for the following reasons:
 

-Napa's shared communities of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and 
to a lesser extent Yolo and Solano. 
-These are the main counties of the premium wine industry. Our 
economies depend on wine, tourism and hospitality. 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counties in 
Sacramento Valley, namely Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter. 
-Not only do these counties share no common interests but are 
diametrically opposed on most issues. 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district 
with a Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with 
northern Sacramento Valley. 
-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdictions for 
population considerations, but leaving American Canyon out of Napa 
County's district is destructive to the great work the City of 
American Canyon has been doing to create a shared identity with the 
rest of the county. 

Sincerely, 

Alex 

Re: Napa County Redistricting 
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Subject: redistricƟng lines 
From: Cynthia Ripley <  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 10:24:58 -0700 
To:  
CC: Jim Scoggin <  

Dear Sirs: 

I am a resident of Napa and I wish to comment on the draŌ redraw. Our district has been well
 
served by our representaƟve who has mastered our economic issues. It is important that he be
 
able to focus legislaƟve energies on his districts needs. The proposed district does not permit this.
 
Please consider the following:
 

Napa's shared communities of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent

Yolo and Solano.

-These are the main counties of the premium wine industry. Our economies depend on wine,

tourism and hospitality.

-Napa County has much less in common with counties in Sacramento Valley, namely Glenn,

Colusa, Yuba and Sutter.

-Not only do these counties share no common interests but are diametrically opposed on

most issues.

-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a

Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with northern Sacramento

Valley.

-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdictions for population

considerations, but leaving American Canyon out of Napa County's district is destructive to

the great work the City of American Canyon has been doing to create a shared identity with

the rest of the county.
 
Thank you for consideration of these comments.
 
Cynthia Ripley
 

Cynthia Ripley, Architect and Planner 
  Cell  

redistricting lines 
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Subject: RE: Redraw may toss American Canyon in with Solano County
 
From: Honeylou Tiongson < 
 
Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2011 19:05:05 -0400
 
To: "  < 
 

To whom it may concern, 

This is a very concerning issue regarding district line for  American Canyon. 
I just don’t speak for myself but we want American Canyon to stay 
in Napa County. Our community made a lot of progress and people support 
what’s best for the whole neighborhood and we want to stay in the same district 
like before.  Why break something that’s not broken. 

Thank you. 

Honeylou Madayag 

RE: Redraw 	may 	toss American 	Canyon in 	with Solano 	County 
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Subject: Re: DistricƟng Maps Released June 10, 2011 
From: Louis Flores <  
Date: Thu, 09 Jun 2011 19:22:25 -0700 
To:  

My name is Louis Flores and I reside in Napa, CA. and have lived there since 1961. I am 80 years 
old and retired. I have a bachelor of Science and Master of Science in Electrical Engineering from 
the University of California, I was employed by the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory at the University 
from 1958 to 1970 when I left to attend Hastings Law School in 1971. I had my law office in Napa 
since 1976 to 2005 when I retired. Also I was in a partnership ownership of a restaurant in Napa 
from 1972 until 1987 where i was the manager and was at the restaurant usually five days or more 
per week. As part of my law business I appeared in the Superior Courts of Napa County, Solano 
County, Sonoma County,  and  Lake County. I was one of the founders of non profit California 
Human Development Corporation, originally North Bay Human Development Corporation (which 
has operated job training and housing programs for farm workers and other rural poor to this date), 
in 1967 and was first a board member of that group and then its corporate attorney until my 
retirement. The operational area of this group was from the bay area north to the Oregon border. In 
1989 I worked for a law office in Marysville, CA. until 1995 (My own law was minimally staffed and 
operated during this time). During those six years, I would travel to Marysville on Monday morning 
and return to Napa either on Thursday or Friday at the end of the business day. During that work I 
appeared in courts of Sutter and Yuba Counties. My activities over the past fifty years in all of the 
above mentioned activities has give me a great deal of information of the "community interests" of all 
of these places, particularly in Napa County where I reside and Yuba and Sutter counties where I 
partially resided during the time period above mentioned. The only similarity between Napa County 
and Sutter and Yuba counties is that both can be called "agricultural areas." Other than that there is 
no other similarity between the two areas.  The agricultural preserve of Napa County has led to an 
economy based on the production of wine which has led to world re-known vacation stop for tourists 
coupled with culinary  excellence. This type of economy is duplicated in North Coast area and 
nothing similar exists in the north central valley area. Thus the "community interests" should be 
preserved in the North Coast ares as well as the"community interests" of the North Central valley. 
The "community interests" of the North Coast are easily depicted in a California's Wine growing 
regions map published by the San Francisco Chronicle in 2009. Your staff can obtain a copy of that 
map form http://imgs.sfgate.com/c/pictures/2009/08/30/wi_special_section_map.jpg and I suggest 
that this map be added to the information you review in making you decision. I further suggest that 
you review the districting maps released and make the appropriate changes. Thank you, Louis 
Flores. 

Re: Districting Maps Released June 	10, 	2011 
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Subject: RedistricƟng as applies to Napa
 
From: "Bruce D. Ketron" < 
 
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 09:10:35 -0700
 
To: < 
 

The draft map divides Napa county inappropriately as follows: 

1.  American Canyon is an integral part of Napa in community ties, lifestyle and employment.  Many, such 
as children whose parents live in Napa, who previously lived and now work in the Napa Valley reside in 
American Canyon because of cost but still retain their ties.  In fact, the Mare Island work force was a 
driving force of Napa.  As a trustee of the Napa Valley Community College I know that a very large portion 
of our students are from Napa (and Vallejo).  This provides some reason to have Vallejo in same district 
as Napa County but the overlapping county activities support the same governmental representatives. 

2.  Napa County shares the social and economic base with Sonoma (and Mendocino) counties as 
premium wine with resulting tourism is the largest part of the economy with extensive economic ties 
including work agreements, common management, associations and activities.  This has resulted in social 
and cultural connections that are far greater and unlike the connections with counties in the Sacramento 
valley.  Among other things, I have a law office in Santa Rosa where I have practiced since 1973 and 
have my primary law office now in Napa where I have been since following my candidacy for assembly in 
the 8th Assembly District in 1988.  During that campaign I became aware of the overlap between Napa 
and Sonoma especially the towns of Sonoma and Napa as well as the flow between Calistoga in Northern 
Napa County which is closer in contact with Santa Rosa than Calistoga is to City of Napa.  Calistoga is 20 
minutes from shopping, medical and services in Santa Rosa and about 45 minutes to Napa.  My Santa 
Rosa office had employees in Calistoga.  My current Napa office has an employee who resides in 
Petaluma (Sonoma County). 

Bruce D. Ketron   Fax  (Santa Rosa  
Mailing Address:   Napa, CA 94559 

Redistricting as 	applies 	to Napa 
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Subject: RedistricƟng lines
 
From: "Kaye Hall" < 
 
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 19:24:04 -0700
 
To: < 
 

I have lived in, worked and voted in Napa County for over fifty years.  I amdismayed to learn that your 
redistricting group is considering splitting Napa County up--American Canyon is a vital part of our county, 
has been exemplary in its development and become our second largest city.  Its contributions to our wine 
industries is invaluable. 

It also makes no sense to split Napa County off from the other wine growing regions such as Mendicino, 
Sonoma and Marin.  Our interests for tourism and wine growing we share.  Napa has little in common with 
Yolo, Calusa and other regions you have proposed to attach us to.  We identify with the northbay region, 
and share our common cultural and social endeavors there--not the Sacramento region which is very 
different. 

Even the geography is important.  The Napa River and valley have many environmental issues in common 
with Sonoma, Marin, and Mendicino counties.  The interior valley of California has different issues. 

Please reconsider and keep Napa County intact and included in the wine country growing region.  We 
need public officials who can concentrate on our economic, cultural and social needs rather than having to 
divide their attention to areas that have different interests and needs. 

Sincerely, 
Clarence J. Hall 

. 
Napa, CA 94558 

 
 

Redistricting lines 
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Napa 	County congressional district placement 

Subject: Napa County congressional district placement
 
From: Mike Weinberg < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 18:44:11 +0000 (UTC)
 
To: 
 

Dear Commissioners,
 
I am writing to comment on the draft map the commission is considering for Napa County's
 
congressional district placement.  I object to Napa County being split into two congressional
 
districts.  Napa County shares no community of interest with Sacramento Valley Counties.
 

Instead, Napa County should remain whole and be included in the same congressional district as
 
Sonoma, Mendocino and Lake Counties.  These four counties have a strong community of interest
 
in tourism and the premium wine industry.  Napa County should remain whole because the entire
 
county is involved in the premium wine and tourism industry, a commonality not shared with any
 
other counties other than Sonoma, Mendocino and Lake counties.
 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.
 

Mike Weinberg
 
Napa, CA
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Subject: DistricƟng by common sense
 
From: EDMUND HOLMES < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 18:37:45 -0700 (PDT)
 
To: 
 

Districting by common sense 

Dear Sirs: June 9, 2011
 

Napa's shared communities of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent Yolo and Solano.
 
-These are the main counties of the premium wine industry. Our economies depend on wine, tourism and hospitality.
 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counties in Sacramento Valley, namely Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter.
 
-Not only do these counties share no common interests but are diametrically opposed on most issues.
 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district
 
than with northern Sacramento Valley.
 
-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdictions for population considerations, but leaving American Canyon out of
 
Napa County's district is destructive to the great work the City of American Canyon has been doing to create a shared identity with
 
the rest of the county.
 

=Edmund Holmes
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Napa County Redistricting 

Subject: Napa County RedistricƟng
 
From: "Carol Lilleberg" < 
 
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 00:09:20 -0700
 
To: "RedistricƟng CommiƩee" <  >
 

Your pre-draft redistrict for Napa County as described in the Napa Valley Register shocked 
and horrified me. I thought a nonpartisan committee would be wonderful, and would study 
the counties and areas and their most related interests. Instead you have separated us from 
our best companions and mixed us with counties diametrically opposed to us on many 
issues.  It feels like gerrymandering!
    Our economic premium wine industry counties are Sonoma, Mendocino, Lake, and 
possibly Yolo and Solano. We depend on wine, tourism, and hospitality.
    Instead, you have lumped us with Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter counties of the 
Sacramento with whom we share no economic interests, commonality or bonds.
    We asked to keep our entire county in the same district, but you have chopped off our 
southern city, American Canyon which shares government services, sheriff,  and social 
services with the rest of Napa County. It is separate from Solano County. 

Please reconsider the wine country counties as a unit: Sonoma, Mendocino, and 
Lake for sure, and Yolo and Solano if possible. We have had effective representation in 
Washington that suits the great majority of the population. 
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Napa County Redistricting 

Subject: Napa County RedistricƟng 
From: Alex Pader <  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 13:38:54 -0700 
To:  

Hello, 

As a resident of Napa County I am deeply concerned with the proposed 
changes to my congressional district for the following reasons: 

-Napa's shared communities of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and 
to a lesser extent Yolo and Solano. 
-These are the main counties of the premium wine industry. Our 
economies depend on wine, tourism and hospitality. 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counties in 
Sacramento Valley, namely Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and Sutter. 
-Not only do these counties share no common interests but are 
diametrically opposed on most issues. 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district 
with a Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with 
northern Sacramento Valley. 
-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdictions for 
population considerations, but leaving American Canyon out of Napa 
County's district is destructive to the great work the City of 
American Canyon has been doing to create a shared identity with the 
rest of the county. 

Sincerely, 

Alex 

Alex Pader, 
President, Student Senate for California Community Colleges 

, Sacramento, CA 95811 
 

 
 

1	 of 1 6/13/2011	 10:43 AM
 



 
 
 

 

	

	 	

Napa County 

Subject: Napa County
 
From: Sid Robles < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 12:35:00 -0700 (PDT)
 
To: 
 

Dear Sirs and Madams, Please keep the wine producing counƟes together. Napa County has many
 
things in common with the coastal counƟes we are currently in. To put us with the many other
 
counƟes in your proposal makes no sense. We will be at a disadvantage to have our representaƟve
 
be able to take care of our needs. The area will be so diverse it will be impossible to represent
 
accurately our situaƟons in the wine producing counƟes. Please don't remove American Canyon
 
from the Napa district. It will remove them from the needs of our county of which they are a part.
 
Currently we have excellent representaƟon and I always feel we are being listened to have our
 
counƟes needs listened to and acted on when needed. Sincerely, Sid and Al Robles
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Comments Regarding Redistricting: 	Napa County 	and 	American Canyon 

Subject: Comments Regarding RedistricƟng: Napa County and American Canyon 
From: MaƩ Pope  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 18:43:00 -0500 
To:  

California Citizens Redistricting Commission 
1130 K Street, Suite 101 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

June 8, 2011 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

As an appointed public official I understand the commitment that your service on the California Citizens 
Redistricting Commission entails and I appreciate your willingness to perform this vital task for our state. 

I can also appreciate the difficulty in arriving at decisions that will satisfy all stakeholders and the pressure 
that such decisions can entail. The vast and diverse factors that must be considered often make it impossible 
to give all parties everything that they are seeking. 

At the same time, I also know how valuable public commentary can be when a deliberative body is seeking to 
make the best decisions possible; indeed I have found that testimony from members of the public who live in 
the affected areas can often provide key insights that change a vote or craft a much more informed and 
effective final recommendation. 

It is in that spirit that I write to you today to emphatically urge you to reconsider the tentative proposals to 
alter the current district composure of Napa County.  For one, I am deeply concerned about the proposal to 
separate Napa County from Congressional representation alongside other wine producing, agricultural and 
tourism and hospitality based counties such as Sonoma, Lake and Mendocino and to place it instead into a 
district including Sacramento Valley counties that have equally important economic and political needs as 
Napa, but few common interests. 

As an example, Napa County is currently in the process of generating a Climate Action Plan as per 
compliance with California state law. One of the first issues that Napa County planning staff had to contend 
with was that the agriculture industry standards for greenhouse gas emissions that the plan’s consultant sought 
to apply would be highly inaccurate and ineffective if implemented in Napa County. The consultant’s 
agricultural industry standards were developed to address the type of large-scale agri-business operations 
more familiar to California’s Central Valley region. These standards did not accurately reflect Napa County’s 
smaller scale, and often “by-hand” agricultural practices. 

Napa County is also a member of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) and is regarded as one 
of the nine Bay Area Counties- again indicating its long tradition of common interests with coastal regions. 

Significant for trade and tourism, the name “Napa” is readily identified all over the world as a premium 
California wine producing region. Our current Congressman, Mike Thompson, is from Napa County and is a 
founder of the Congressional Wine Caucus that protects the interests of many Northern California wineries 
that are often small family-owned businesses. 

For these reasons, it would seem to be a great disservice to the Northern California wine producing regions 
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Comments Regarding Redistricting: 	Napa County 	and 	American Canyon 

and the agricultural and open space resources that they protect, as well as the billions of dollars and thousands 
of jobs they contribute to California’s economy, to break Napa County away from the rest of the region. 

As a resident of the City of American Canyon I would also urge you to not remove our city from the same 
district as the rest of Napa County. While I understand that population growth does factor heavily into your 
decision, the numbers alone do not reveal the important space that American Canyon has come to occupy in 
the economic and political landscape of Napa County. 

This year, the supervisor representing South Napa County and American Canyon is the vice-chair of the Napa 
County Board of Supervisors as well as the chair of the Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency. 
For 2011, the current president of the Napa Valley College Board of Trustees, the current president of the 
Napa Valley Unified School District and the current chair of the Napa County Planning Commission and 
Airport Land Use Commission are all American Canyon residents. Before he was elected, the last posting of 
the current Sheriff of Napa County was as the chief of police for American Canyon. 

The American Canyon Chamber of Commerce has adopted the slogans “Gateway to the Napa Valley” and, 
more recently: “American Canyon: Where your Napa Valley Experience Begins!” 
These slogans reflect American Canyon’s enthusiastic participation in the Napa Valley community. The 
presence of four new hotels in or just north of American Canyon that have been constructed since the last 
census period, and the decision of American Canyon last year to join with all the other incorporated cities in 
Napa County to approve the Napa tourism business improvement district (TBID) is a tangible statement of 
the valuable space that American Canyon fulfills for the Napa tourism economy. The construction of a 
650,000 square foot LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) certified warehouse and 
distribution center operated by Jackson Family Wines in American Canyon speaks directly to our city’s 
important role in the wine industry. American Canyon was chosen as the site for this landmark wine 
distribution facility because of our unique proximity to the wine region, as well as to major freeways, rail 
service and air and seaports. Renowned winemakers including Grgich Hills Estate and the Hess Collection 
operate productive vineyards in American Canyon.  

According to a 2006 survey conducted by the Napa Valley Vintners, residents of American Canyon were 
shown to be among the most interested in learning about and participating in wine industry events, activities 
and education programs indicating that the growth in American Canyon has consisted of people very 
interested in developing a community bond with the greater Napa Valley. 

American Canyon is an active and growing member of Napa Valley and the city’s future development shows 
all the signs of continuing to build upon its location in Napa County and its shared interests with the wine, 
agriculture and tourism sectors. Changing American Canyon’s Congressional representation to another district 
would reflect outdated thinking about the region that fails to take into account the will and the hard work of 
both American Canyon and the greater Napa County community. 

In summary I believe the most logical course of action is to keep Napa County in a Congressional district with 
other coastal wine producing regions, and to keep American Canyon in the same district as the rest of Napa 
County. 

Thank you for your service and consideration, and please let me know if I can ever provide any additional 
information to you regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Pope 
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Comments Regarding Redistricting: 	Napa County 	and 	American Canyon 

Chairman, Napa County Conservation, Planning and Development Commission*
 
Chairman, Napa County Airport Land Use Commission*
 
Resident, American Canyon, CA
 

* - titles included for identification purposes only 
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against	 the current	 visualization maps 

Subject: against the current visualizaƟon maps 
From: Zita Latona <  
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 11:27:15 -0700 (PDT) 
To:  

To Whom It May Concern: 

As a resident of American Canyon, I am interested in keeping American Canyon and  the rest of 
Napa County  in the same congressional district. I would like to keep the premium wine industry 
together.  I  oppose the current visualization maps.  

Zita Latona 
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NAPA COUNTY FARM BUREAU
 
 California 94559      t.      F.  

April 21, 2011 

Citizens Redistricting Commission 
1130 K Street, Suite 101 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Commissioners, 

On behalf of the 1,000 members of Napa County Farm Bureau, we offer our sincere appreciation 
for your efforts to redefine the Congressional, Legislative and Board of Equalization districts 
within California. It is an important task which should result in citizens having a greater 
opportunity to express their views, elect candidates of their choice and hold their leaders 
accountable. 

As you make your recommendations, we urge you to recognize the “community of interest” of 
the agricultural counties of Napa, Sonoma, Lake, Mendocino and Yolo counties.  We share 
common economic and social interests, as well as geographic proximity.   

Therefore, we urge the Commission to retain the current congressional boundary for our region 
to facilitate rational and efficient representation.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and for your careful consideration of our request.   

Sincerely, 

Jim Lincoln  
President  



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

	 	

	 	

Congressional District mapping 

Subject: Congressional District mapping 
From:  
Date: Thu, 9 Jun 2011 00:57:22 EDT 
To:  

Dear Commissioners, 

It has come to my attention that a somewhat odd redistricting is being considered, one which would place 
Napa County in a Congressional district with Sutter, Glenn, Yuba, and Colusa Counties. As a Napa County 
homeowner and small businessperson, I would much prefer for my Congressional representatives to be 
selected by voters from counties that have similar interests to those of Napa County, perhaps Sonoma 
County, Mendocino County, even Lake County. It is hard for me to see many common interests between 
Napa County and counties in the Sacramento Valley. Please consider rectifying this issue in the final 
mapping. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie Wood 
Saint Helena, California 
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Subject: DistricƟng by common sense
 
From: "Edmund" < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 18:40:08 -0700
 
To: < 
 

Dear Sirs: 

-Napa's shared communiƟes of interest are Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser extent Yolo
 
and Solano.
 
-These are the main counƟes of the premium wine industry. Our economies depend on wine,
 
tourism and hospitality.
 
-Napa County has absolutely nothing in common with counƟes in Sacramento Valley, namely
 
Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and SuƩer.
 
-Not only do these counƟes share no common interests but are diametrically opposed on most
 
issues.
 
-It makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a Lake-Mendocino-

Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with northern Sacramento Valley.
 
-We understand that the commission has to split many jurisdicƟons for populaƟon consideraƟons,
 
but leaving American Canyon out of Napa County's district is destrucƟve to the great work the City
 
of American Canyon has been doing to create a shared idenƟty with the rest of the county.
 

-Edmund Holmes
 

Districting by common sense 
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Subject: American Canyon/Napa county redistricƟng
 
From: Joy Hilton < 
 
Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2011 15:49:29 -0700
 
To: "  < 
 

It feels as if the Redistricting Commission knows nothing about American Canyon's longstanding effort to be 

recognized as part of Napa County and to distinguish itself from Vallejo. By only looking to the numbers, 

the redistricting commission has split American Canyon from the rest of Napa County in so far as the 

congressional district is concerned. We need ti keep the county intact and keep American Canyon tied to the 

premium wine producing region. Please keep Napa County together. 

Thank you, 
Joy Hilton 
American Canyon resident 

American Canyon/Napa county redistricting 
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Keep Napa	 County Whole 

Subject: Keep Napa County Whole 
From: Joanne Gifford <  
Date: Thu, 09 Jun 2011 16:19:49 -0700 
To:  

Esteemed Commissioners: 

Although I am a resident of the City of Napa, I earned my Credentials in Social Science and English 
(Language Arts) after performing my student teaching at the American Canyon Middle School and, from 
that experience, I have come to know and love the City of American Canyon and our neighbors there, who 
call it home.  And I was devastated to learn that the Commission is considering "splitting off" the 
Napa Valley's newest municipality from the rest of this county. 

This would deal a devastating blow to this now vibrant young community that has come so far to 
establish itself as both a force of its own AND a vital part of Napa County as a whole. 

I cannot urge you strongly enough: please do not engage in a Solomonesque "splitting of the baby" here 
for what appears to be convenience sake.  Keep Napa County whole. 

Furthermore, as Napa shares many of the same interests with Lake, Mendocino, Sonoma and to a lesser 
extent Yolo and Solano Counties --these are, after all, the main counties of the premium wine industry 
and our economies all depend to a significant degree on the wine, tourism and hospitality industries 
-- and has absolutely nothing in common with counties in Sacramento Valley, namely Glenn, Colusa, Yuba 
and Sutter -- it makes much more sense to include Napa in a Congressional district with a 
Lake-Mendocino-Sonoma wine-tourism-coastal district than with the northern Sacramento Valley. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of these comments. 

Yours truly, 

Joanne 
^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
Sender: Joanne Gifford 
Please reply to:  
Cell phone: )  
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Keep American	 Canyon as part of	 Napa. 

Subject: Keep American Canyon as part of Napa.
 
From: mimie matel < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 17:49:15 -0700 (PDT)
 
To: 
 

We moved to American Canyon because of the Napa Valley school district. Now, that this might change, we 
as a family are afraid of the consequences of redistricting.  American Canyon have fought hard to 
differentiate from Solano County.  We need to continue fighting to make things right and keep Napa county 
the same. 
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Keep Napa	 with Premium Wine 

Subject: Keep Napa with Premium Wine
 
From: "Greg Weinerth" < 
 
Date: Wed, 8 Jun 2011 20:29:46 -0700
 
To: < 
 

Keep Napa with Sonoma, Mendocino and other premium wine counties.
 
Not with rice farmers.
 
We don’t mix.
 

Best Regards
 

Greg
 
Greg Weinerth LEED AP
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