
Subject: California Citizens Redistricting Commission
From: Debra Stone <
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 19:51:42 +0000
To: <

Here's two more signatures.
 
Debra Stone
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Subject: Emailing: document 001
From: Florence <
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 08:08:47 -0700
To: 

Urgent...

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:
document 001

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or
receiving certain types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to
determine how attachments are handled.
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Emailing:	document	001
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Subject: Page 4 from last email... didn't scan first me
From: "George Robinson" <
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 15:44:23 -0700
To: <
CC: <  "'Leonard Stone'" <

One page of pe on.
 
George Robinson

Scan0011.pdf

Page	4	from	last	email...	didn't	scan	 irst	time
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Subject: Pe on to CA Ci zens' Redistric ng Commission
From: Anita Bo eff 
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 07:43:15 -0700 (PDT)
To: 
CC: 

Please see attachment.  Thank you for your work on this.
William Botieff
 
 
 

William Botieff, President                               
W. B. Consulting, Inc. 
Anita Botieff, Broker/Realtor

                                                                                     
Fax                                                
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Subject: Pe on to the California Ci zens' Redistric ng Commission
From: "George Robinson" <
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 15:40:39 -0700
To: <
CC: <  "'Leonard Stone'" <

A ached are 4 pages of signatures submi ed August 13, 2011
 
George Robinson

Scan0010.pdf
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Subject: Public Comment: 8 - San Mateo
From: Collin Park < >
Date: Sat, 13 Aug 2011 23:28:50 +0000
To: 

From: Collin Park < >
Subject: Menlo Park split

Message Body:
It's more important in my view to group similar neighborhoods together, than it is to 
keep any particular city within a single district. In other words I disagree with Matt 
Henry's views expressed in http://www.mercurynews.com/ci_18672359

If Belle Haven has 1/2 or 1/3 the median household income of the other part of Menlo 
Park; if the rest of Menlo Park votes the opposite of Belle Haven on many issues -- 
well, why *should* Belle Haven be in their district?  Belle Haven's votes would be 
nullified, wouldn't they?

Here's what I wrote in response to the above article:
===================================
Ms Samuels,

It's a tough question, isn't it?  On one hand, people like Matt Henry don't want to see 
Menlo Park divided by congressional district lines; on the other hand, it's also 
important that groups of people who might vote similarly have their votes mean 
something. If a majority black/Hispanic neighborhood is glommed together with a polar-
opposite Menlo Park, that neighborhood's votes are essentially nullified. This is the 
sort of inequity that the redistricting commission is supposed to correct.

There's a neighborhood in Menlo Park where black families are not welcome, and I mean 
repeated acts of vandalism, and we're talking corporate VP parents and private-school 
kids. Do you think Menlo Park has only one such neighborhood? And do you think the rest 
of Menlo Park would vote with Belle Haven on many issues? Any issue?
===================================

Sincerely
Collin Park

--
This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission
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