REGION 9: SHASTA

Citizens Redistricting Commission RECEIVED
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814 JuL 2 3201

Dear Commission Members, Per

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem Califomia.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Maijor flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincolin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not strefch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be heiped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11%, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other fines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economicaily similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Rosevilie/ Sacramento infrastructure iink consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the popuiations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

&@C !

HIETOWN,



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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the iines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an 1-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-6 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agricutturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the i-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the popuiations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramentc, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propaositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.
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infrastructure. There should be an 1-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
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State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichae!l and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the i-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the -5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
801 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern Califernia.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rurai
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an -5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State shouid not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be heiped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more iogicai.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possibie from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembily:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.

Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

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

Dear Commission Members,

Wae believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the popuiation guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an 1-5, Hwy 385 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.
Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to aiter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and piace them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other iines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district iayout. By keeping the 1-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturaily consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic cornnections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our commurities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.




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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northemn reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primanly comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
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Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichaei and as much Sacramento
Courity as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agricuiturally consistent and economically similar district. Additiorrally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
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Sincerely,

B



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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem Califomia.
You have a difficuit task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuitural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
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Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
baianced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established commurities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta Courity should be located in the Yuba District and populations shouid be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have Jived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

Sincerely,




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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primanly comprised of rural
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rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropnate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

Sincerely,




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

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficuit task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
impaortant in Propasitions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing iarge suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionatly, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficuit task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the deita and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure, There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to aiter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations shouid be shified in Butte o make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Commission Members,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California.
You have a difficuft task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they viotate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an i-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
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Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
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changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembily:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County woutd also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

Sincerely,

IS
Sthels Comly
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July 20, 2011

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

Dear Commission Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to address the concerns of our region and for making this an
open process. As an elected official in the North State, 1 have deep concerns with the maps
as drawn by the commission and publicized on the commissions’ web site as the unofficial
second draft visualizations.

You have heard from us when you visited during your initial drafting process, and hundreds
of North States residents have commented in writing to the commission. Our comments
have been consistent and clear: Keep us away from the coast, and group counties and
communities along major transportation corridors. Those major links are US 395, Interstate
5, and US 101. -

The recent maps produced by the commission are troubling but easily rectifiable. After
discussing the issue with numerous community leaders and elected officials across the
entire region, we have come up with a simple plan that will create an easy change for the
commission and better represent the communities of the North State.

A simple swap of communities between the Mt Cap district and the Yuba district will better
serve the needs of our citizens and will more accurately reflect the people.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as
well as surrounding rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and
place them in the more appropriate Yuba District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova,
Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento County as possible from the Yuba
District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These minor changes only affect the Yuba and Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any
other districts. Yet these changes create a much more logical and community minded
district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities together and removing large suburban and
urban areas from the Yuba District, you are creating a more balanced agriculturally
consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in



Sacramento and the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated
in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District, and populations should be shifted in
Butte to make this accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor
are very important and are a significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County
would also be a very logical addition to this district, but since the commission has decided
that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

As an elected official, I implore you to make this easy population swap so that our districts
are more representative of the community and the region. There exists a broad consensus
from both far northern California and the Sacramento region that this change would be very
beneficial.

Thank you for your time and attention and please make this simple switch.

Warmly

/
-

Les Baugh
Supervisor, District 5
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Fwd: Public Comment: 9 - Shasta

Vot_ Mon, Jul 25, 2011 at 8:40 AM
To:

9 Shasta
July 23

-------- Original Message --------
Subject:Public Comment: 9 - Shasta
Date: Sat, 23 Jul 2011 10:55:38 +0000

From:Frank janson S
To

Fron: Frank Janson
Subject: Mt Cap Needs to be changed!

Message Body:
1 heard coments in todays hearing saying that no changes can occure to the Mt Cap district so that the district will not be overly
influeced by the Sacramento Region.

This senate district will be domindated by the south Placer, sub urban El Dorado, and Sacramento Portion regardless. Shasta,
Siskiyou have no chance at having thier issues heard. They are and 1-5 community and face different issues than the other mountian
counties you have lumped them with.

The other Mountian counties all share US 395 and have a long history of Sacramento based representation.

You need to make the changes requested by the citizens for Northern California by switching Shasta, Siskiyou, Rocklin, Lincoln (and
other rural South Placer areas) with Roseville and Sacramento Cities (Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael, etc).

The Yuba district you drew has too many urban people and over the decade as they grow they will dominate this district. You have
thus far created two Sacramento based districts instead of one, and eliminated all possibility of a unique rural voice in the
Senate.

By the lines you have drawn for the Yuba and Mt. Cap senate districts you eliminate rural representation. Mt. Cap will have a
Sacramento based legslator and he will be there for the entire decade while these lines are in place(read the Sac Bee PLEASE!).
Your only chance to create truely rural representation in the legislature is by fixing the Yuba Senate District.

Hundreds of citizens have asked for this simple change- please for our sake, make it.

Thank you for your time.

This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=b4bbb6ac06&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=1316... 7/25/2011
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901 P Street, Suite 154-A JUL 7 g0y
Sacramento, CA 95814 3 2017

Dear Commission Members, Per‘*‘**;______,

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district iines for Northern California.
You have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 385 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 1 1™, yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agnculturally consistent and economically simitar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the 1-5 corridor are very important and are a
significant link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district
but since the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations
cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives.
Please don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon
the work you have done.

Sincerely,

Yt/ /[/
W@%nﬁ }9(//’/_95

‘(///t’f
7 A Tl H “ing, 09 Sbops




Citizens Redistricting Commission RECEIVED
901 P Street, Suite 154-A
Sacramento, CA 95814 JUL 25 2011

Dear Commission Members, Per

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northern reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agnicultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an |-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoln, the City of Rocklin as well as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the |-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba Distnct you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Rosevilie and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County shouid be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommeodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Dalhart R. Eklund, P,E (ret), BSEM, MSME
Retired College Pres. —~ Cogswell College



Citizens Redistricting Commission RECEIVED
901 P Street, Suite 154-A WER
Sacramento, CA 95814 JUL 25 ai

Dear Commission Members, Per

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northern California. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northemn reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricuttural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the detta and draft districts based on our major economic connectlons of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State should not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 1 1%, yet there are simple ways fo alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rocklin as weli as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Placer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and piace them in the Mt. Cap district.

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the -5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionafly, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the I-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logicai addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simpie changes and are truly the most fogical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please
dor’t spiit our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,
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Citizens Redistricting Commission RE CE v ED
901 P Street, Suite 154-A JUL 7§
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Dear Commission Members, —_—_————

We believe you have made an error in your attempted drawing of new district lines for Northem Califomia. You
have a difficult task and many issues to balance however the lines you have drawn for the North State are
fatally flawed.

You have drafted districts that may meet the population guidelines but they violate everything that is truly
important in Propositions 11 and 20. You have lumped portions of the far northem reaches of the state with
Sacramento- why? Simply adding population from Sacramento into a district primarily comprised of rural
agricultural counties is not a constant community of interest.

You have received hundreds of comments from the north state and the message is simple: keep us away from
the coast and the delta and draft districts based on our major economic connections of transportation
infrastructure. There should be an I-5, Hwy 395 and a Hwy 101 district. The North State shouid not stretch
into Yolo or Sacramento Counties if it can be helped.

Major flaws exist in your maps published on July 11", yet there are simple ways to alter the drawn districts that
will be more consistent with regard to communities of interest and simply more logical.

State Senate:

Please remove Siskiyou County, Shasta County, the City of Lincoin, the City of Rockiin as weil as surrounding
rural agricultural areas of Piacer County from the Mt. Cap district and place them in the more appropriate Yuba
District. Next, remove Roseville, Rancho Cordova, Citrus Heights, Carmichael and as much Sacramento
County as possible from the Yuba District and place them in the Mt. Cap district

These changes only affect the Yuba and the Mt. Cap districts and have no effect on any other lines. Yet these
changes create a much more logical and community minded district layout. By keeping the I-5 communities
together and removing large suburban and urban areas from the Yuba District you are creating a more
balanced agriculturally consistent and economically similar district. Additionally, by shifting Roseville and
Sacramento Counties to the Mt. Cap district you keep established communities together in Sacramento and
the very important Roseville/ Sacramento infrastructure link consolidated in one district.

State Assembly:

Shasta County should be located in the Yuba District and populations should be shifted in Butte to make this
accommodation. The economic connections created by the |-5 corridor are very important and are a significant
link between our communities. Siskiyou County would also be a very logical addition to this district but since
the commission has decided that Yuba County must be linked with Sutter County the populations cannot work.

These are very simple changes and are truly the most logical choices for creating districts. Those of us who
have lived here for decades know the basis of our communities and work together to improve our lives. Please

don't split our well-established regions. We hope you will grant us this easy change and improve upon the work
you have done.

Sincerely,

Vowr (Rt
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