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Fw: Strong support for the Unity Map

Gregory, Barbara <Barbara.Gregory@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 6:33 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

Thank You,
Analyst I1
Office of the City Clerk

200 E Santa Clara St FL T-14

San Jose, C-A 95112

408-535-1272 Fax: 408-292-6207
e-mail: barbara.gregory@sanjoseca.gov

How is our service? Please take our short survey,

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 5:40 PM

To: mayor@sanjoseca.gov <mayor@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <district6 @sanjoseca.gov>; City Clerk
<city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>

Subject: Strong support for the Unity Map

[External Email]

Dear San Jose Redistricting Commission,

As lifelong resident of San Jose's Council District 6, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting
Unity Map, which will ensure all of our votes have equal weight, each of our voices equal stature, and
each of our communities equal resources—creating a more equitable and just City for our working
families, renters and Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the so called “Community Map” advanced by right wing political activists. These
maps, whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.
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Voluntary Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, the Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon
Valley Rising Action, the Latino Leadership Alliance and many more,

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections. Thank you for your thoughtfulness.

betsy hammer carr

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please NOTE: Redistricting - Nov. 30 public input

Gregory, Barbara <Barbara.Gregory@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 6:39 AM

To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

Thank You,

Barb Gregovry % E

Analyst I1

Office of the City Clerk

200 E Santa Clara St FL T-14

San Jose, C-A 95112

408-535-1272 Fax: 408-292-6207
e-mail: barbara.gregory@sanjoseca.gov

How is our service? Please take our short survey,

rroms chery!

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 1:27 PM

To: City Clerk <city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>; District1 <districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2
<District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4 <District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5
<District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté @sanjoseca.gov>; District7 <District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8
<district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <districtd@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10 <District10@sanjoseca.gov>; The
Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Liccardo, Sam
<sam.liccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Davis, Dev <dev.davis@sanjoseca.gov>; Jones, Chappie
<Chappie.Jones@sanjoseca.gov>; Esparza, Maya <Maya.Esparza@sanjoseca.gov>; Jimenez, Sergio
<sergio.jimenez@sanjoseca.gov>; Peralez, Raul <Raul.Peralez@sanjoseca.gov>; Carrasco, Magdalena
<Magdalena.Carrasco@sanjoseca.gov>; Arenas, Sylvia <sylvia.arenas@sanjoseca.gov>; Cohen, David
<David.Cohen@sanjoseca.gov>; Mahan, Matt <Matt.Mahan@sanjoseca.gov>

Subject: Please NOTE: Redistricting - Nov. 30 public input

[External Email]

Dear Council members,

Please note that, over the past few days, supporters of the Unity map have sent several emails to city
council stating that the Community Map "kicks neighborhoods like Washington Guadalupe, Gardner
and Spartan Keyes out of the downtown". And, they are stating that the Community Map "reduces
the voice of Latinx by 7% in District 3."
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This information is not correct.
The truth is: The Community Map keeps Virginia-Martha, Spartan-Keys, Guadalupe-Washington,
Goodyear Mastic and Tamien all together in District 3. And, the racial demographic numbers for Latinx

in District 3 are essentially the same as the Unity Map.

Community Map District 3 is 45.1% Latinx
Unity Map District 3 is 45.6 Latinx

The Commissioner's D4 map is the map that splits those neighborhoods south of 280 into three
districts and has a Latinx population of 42.8%.

Thank you,
Cheryl

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Strongly Supporting the Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:10 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

rrom: jomes iy |

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 5:38 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl

<districtl @sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Strongly Supporting the Unity Map

[External Email]

Dear San Jose Redistricting Commission,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight, each of our voices equal stature, and each of our
communities equal resources—creating a more equitable and just City for our working families, renters
and Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the so called “Community Map” advanced by right wing political activists. These
maps, whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to think critically about communities of interest, and how our historic lines have empowered the
voices of some communities and marginalized others. We need to bring communities that share similar
cultural, economic and social ties and community needs together and ensure every resident has a voice,
regardless of how much money they have in their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their
skin. The Unity Map does this.

Yet our lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, further
entrenching legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decisionmaking.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian

community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand the
district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial covenants
that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens, an area
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:11 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 5:42 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

just in case the domain is being blacklisted for whatever reason

---------- Forwarded message ---------
Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 5:36 PM
Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map

To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vietnamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action, and Latino Leadership Alliance.

| am distressed that some Councilmembers are dismissing San Jose's most distinguished civil rights
organizations, who support the Unity Map, as "special interests". Equity and civil rights should be the
concern of every San Jose resident, including Councilmembers, and should be one of if not the most
important considerations in adopting a redistricting map. To fail to do this after the turmoil of 2020 is
to ignore the lessons we all should have learned.

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUxOWI4ZJE3LTRKNDEtNGUzMS04MjAWLTIzNzdiY TdkMjc5NAAUAAAAAAC... 1/2









12/2/21, 2:20 PM Mail - Agendadesk - Outlook

community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Alex Caraballo

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:11 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 5:42 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

Just in case the domain is being blacklisted for whatever reason
---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Michael Delaney <

Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 5:2/ PV

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map

To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Michael Delane

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: VOTE YES on the UNITY MAP

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:11 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Ingrid Mult

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 6:00 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl

<districtl @sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: VOTE YES on the UNITY MAP

[External Email]

Hello! My name is Ingrid Mult and I am simply a resident of this county and my VOTE IS FOR THE UNITY MAP

the UNITY MAP was carefully created based on the input and needs of its community members, individuals
and stakeholders of the community

like

Asian Law Alliance

NAACP

La raza rountable

latino leadership alliance,
equality CA

SOMOS Mayfair

Vietnamese American Roundtable

PLEASE
consider the UNITY MAP and
VOTE YES on the UNITY MAP

Thank you

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:12 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 8:33 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded message -----———-

From: katrina kay velasco <

Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 7:39 PM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
katrina kay velasco

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:12 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 8:33 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded messaggeess s

From: Mehdi Mohammadi

Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 7:30 PM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Mehdi Mohammadi

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Graciela Herrera

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 8:12 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 8:33 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded e ____

From: Matt Savage -

Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 6:09 PM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Matt Savage

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 1:33 PM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:16 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

—————————— Forwarded messag

From: Elizabeth Stapleton <

Date: Wed, Dec 1, 2021 at 11:00 AM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the "Community Map” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Stapleton

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Connie F Springer

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 1:34 PM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:16 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Todd Wells <

Date: Wed, Dec 1, 2021 at 6:10 AM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
Todd Wells

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 1:34 PM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:16 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Sandra Jacobs <

Date: Wed, Dec 1, 2021 at 12:00 AM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian
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community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising

Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Please support the San José Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Wed 12/1/2021 1:34 PM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Neil Park-McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:17 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Please support the San José Unity Map

[External Email]

---------- Forwarded m e ____

From: VIOLET Jinnah -

Date: Tue, Nov 30, 2021 at 9:17 PM

Subject: Please support the San José Unity Map
To: <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>

Dear Policy Advocate Neil Park-McClintick,

As a San Jose resident, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting Unity Map, which will
ensure all of our votes have equal weight and each of our communities equal resources—creating a
more equitable and just City for all families.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps, including
options like D4 and the “"Community Map"” advanced by right wing political activists. These maps,
whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized communities, creating
unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to bring communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community
needs together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this. Yet our
lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities, furthering
legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and Asian

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUxOWI4ZJE3LTRKNDEtINGUzMS04MjAWLTIzNzdiY TdkMjc5NAAUAAAAAAC... 1/2



12/2/21, 2:15 PM Mail - Agendadesk - Outlook

community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing to expand
the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining and racial
covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of Canoas Gardens,
an area dense with multi-family homes and rental housing home to large numbers of Latinx, Asian and
Black families.

The Unity Map considers renters, LGBTQ+ residents, and working families who have shared testimony
with the Redistricting Commission and the Unity Mapping Table's partners in communities like the
Alameda, Canoas Gardens, Burbank, Shasta Hanchett, Buena Vista and North Willow Glen and how
their interests align with similar communities of interest East of 1-87 in forming a new alignment of
District 6 that ensures the voices of all residents.

Similarly in South San Jose, where interests of wealthy suburban communities like the Santa Teresa
Foothills and Almaden Valley hold outsized voice over more working class neighborhoods, the Unity
Map connects more multifamily housing dense areas around 1-85 and Blossom Hill Rd like McKuen
and Hoffman Via Monte with neighborhoods with similar cultural and social ties like Oakgrove and
Edenvale. The Community Map and D4 instead chooses to keep suppressing the voices of these
communities and further breaking up communities like Communications Hill. In places across the City
of San Jose, the civil rights and community partners who developed the Unity Map considered how to
ensure communities of interest are kept together and can have their voices heard.

| remain very concerned that the Community Map and Map D4 would further suppress the voice of
Latino, Asian and Black voters across the majority of districts within the City of San Jose when
compared to the Unity Map. Each of these remaining redistricting plans under consideration would
decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian voters by over 2.3% per a District compared to the Unity
Map and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City's most diverse Districts at a time when
displacement continues to break apart families. This kind of voter suppression could drive our
decision-making for the next decade.

Like many other community members in our region, | stand with the district lines drawn by and now
supported by a growing list of civil rights, cultural and labor organizations, such as the Asian Law
Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, La Raza Roundtable, Equality California, VIVO-the Vientamese Voluntary
Foundation, SOMOS Mayfair, Si Se Puede Collective, South Bay Labor Council, Silicon Valley Rising
Action Latino Leadership Alliance.

Please support the San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable
elections.

Sincerely,
VIOLET Jinnah

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Strongly Supporting the Unity Map

redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Thu 12/2/2021 8:07 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

From: Carolina Rodriguez <_

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 9:00 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo <TheOfficeofMayorSamLiccardo@sanjoseca.gov>; Districtl
<districtl@sanjoseca.gov>; District2 <District2@sanjoseca.gov>; District3 <district3@sanjoseca.gov>; District4
<District4@sanjoseca.gov>; District5 <District5@sanjoseca.gov>; District 6 <districté@sanjoseca.gov>; District7
<District7 @sanjoseca.gov>; District8 <district8 @sanjoseca.gov>; District9 <district9@sanjoseca.gov>; District 10
<Districtl0@sanjoseca.gov>; Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Strongly Supporting the Unity Map

[External Email]

As a San Jose resident from District 6, | am writing in support of the San Jose Redistricting
Unity Map, which will ensure all of our votes have equal weight, each of our voices equal
stature, and each of our communities equal resources—creating a more equitable and just City
for our working families, renters and Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors.

The San Jose Redistricting City Council must now choose between several redistricting maps,
including options like D4 and the so-called “Community Map” advanced by right wing political
activists. These maps, whether intentional or not, would further dilute the voices of marginalized
communities, creating unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! This cannot stand.

We need to think critically about communities of interest, and how our historic lines have
empowered the voices of some communities and marginalized others. We need to bring
communities that share similar cultural, economic and social ties and community needs
together and ensure every resident has a voice, regardless of how much money they have in
their pocket, where they sleep at night of the color of their skin. The Unity Map does this.

Yet our lawmakers are considering several other maps that continue to divide our communities,
further entrenching legacies of voter suppression and redlining in San Jose’s decision making.

The “Community Map” and the D4 Map for example, reduces the voice of our Black, Latinx and
Asian community by a startling 7.7% in District 6 compared to the Unity Map through choosing
to expand the district further into Willow Glen, a neighborhood defined by its history of redlining
and racial covenants that excluded people of color from owning homes and removing parts of

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUxOWI4ZJE3LTRKNDEtNGUzMS04MjAWLTIzNzdiY TdkMjc5NAAUAAAAAAC... 1/3
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Fw: Public Comment for Redistricting

Gregory, Barbara <Barbara.Gregory@sanjoseca.gov>
Fri 12/3/2021 6:50 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

Thank You,

BaxrbGregory % E

Analyst I1

Office of the City Clerk

200 E Santa Clara St FL T-14

San Jose, C-A 95112

408-535-1272 Fax: 408-292-6207
e-mail: barbara.gregory@sanjoseca.gov

How is our service? Please take our short survey,

Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 3:34 PM
To: City Clerk <city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment for Redistricting

[External Email]

Dear Ms. Taber,
| am writing to ask you to please approve the Community Map and reject the Unity Map and Commission Map.

As a District 9 homeowner, | support the Community Map as it was developed by volunteer neighborhood leaders
adhering to redistricting laws and best practices to create fair and manageable boundaries that give all residents
an equal voice and preserve neighborhood boundaries.

| don't support the Unity Map as it breaks up both the Almaden Expy/Guadalupe River and Monterey Hwy/Coyote
Creek corridors by having Districts 2 and 10 run east/west between them instead of north/south along them. These
corridors have unique challenges that will be harder to address if they are divided up.

Many high density Urban Village residential developments are planned along the Blossom Hill corridor from Hwy

85 to Pioneer High School. It is not fair to put District 2 in charge of this corridor when the most significant impacts
of these developments will be felt by residents of Districts 9 and 10 a few blocks away on either side.

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUXxOWI4Z|E3LTRKNDEtNGUzMS04MJAWLTIZNzdiYTdkMjcSNAAUAAAAAAC...  1/2
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I live in the Erikson neighborhood in District 9 near Almaden Expy and Blossom Hill. We need to have a seat at the
table when major developments are planned close to our homes. Please don't silence our voices by annexing the
Blossom Hill corridor into District 2.

Thank you for reading and serving our city.

Jeanine Eidinger

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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Fw: Blair Beekman. Thursday, December 2, 2021....Redistricting questions

Gregory, Barbara <Barbara.Gregory@sanjoseca.gov>
Fri 12/3/2021 6:48 AM
To: Agendadesk <Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov>

Thank You,

Baxb- Gregory % _
Analyst I1

Office of the City Clerk

200 E Santa Clara St FL T-14

San Jose, C-A 95112

408-535-1272 Fax: 408-292-6207
e-mail: barbara.gregory@sanjoseca.gov

How is our service? Please take our short survey,

From: b. beekman |

Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 10:15 PM
Subject: Blair Beekman. Thursday, December 2, 2021....Redistricting questions

[External Email]

Dear sj city council, and city govt.

Sorry for the hour, of this letter.

| am very disappointed, that a possible, closed session tomorrow, on the future of redistricting, is
not made clear, to the public, in the public agenda. 'To be considering, many items', is not a very open,
accountable way, for a closed session, public agenda, to address such an important community issue,
where many everyday people, have good ideas and opinions.

To respect, that the closed study session process, can be of help, towards a good focus, for some
issues, it seems, this is the sort of issue, that can almost always have, a community openness, sharing,
accountability, & goodwill, for all sides.
https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUxOWI4Z|E3LTRKNDEtNGUzMS04MJAWLTIZNzdiYTdkMjcSNAAUAAAAAAC... 1/3
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Public Comment on Agenda item 3.3 (Redistricting) for the December 7th Council

Meeting

Greg Ripa
Fri 12/3/2021 11:20 AM
To: City Clerk <city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>

[External Email]

[External Email]

Attached is a letter containing the public comment regarding Agenda item 3.3 (Redistricting) for the
December 7th City Council Meeting.

-Greg Ripa

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/Agendadesk@sanjoseca.gov/AAMKADUxOWI4ZJE3LTRKNDEtNGUzMS04MjAWLTIzNzdiY TdkMjcSNAAUAAAAAAC... 11



To the San Jose City Council:

My name is Greg Ripa and I've lived and worked in San Jose for over 12 years since graduating
from Cal Poly San Luis Obispo with a degree in Civil Engineering and a minor in City Planning.
Through my home and job locations, my previous job as a transportation analysis consultant for
the Envision San Jose 2040 General Plan, and my time spent visiting friends and family, going to
church, attending work project meetings, and cycling through various areas of the city, I feel that
although I may not have lived here as long as other residents, I still have a good grasp on the
City, its population, and the city’s built environment.

I currently live in the Midtown neighborhood of San Jose (a neighborhood in District 6). I chose
to live here due to its walkability, bikeability, and transit friendliness. Before the pandemic, I
regularly took the bus to various events in the downtown area. I still walk and bike to stores and
restaurants located near my home. I love that my neighborhood is mixed use with corner
markets located among residential buildings; further, I appreciate that there are a mix of
housing types in my neighborhood from single family home to duplexes to fourplexes to small
apartment buildings to large apartment buildings. In other words, this neighborhood already
has opportunity housing that you'll be discussing on another agenda item soon.

Many areas of District 6 are quite distinct in character and outlook as compared to the
neighborhood where my home is located. Some areas have exclusively single family homes.
Some areas have fought against increasing bike lanes (such as the Willow Glen fight against the
Lincoln Ave road diet) in the city to make it safer and easier to get around without a car. Some
areas do not want affordable housing or homeless transitional housing built near them.

This led me to look at how the districts could be better aligned with how neighborhood
character could be used in addition to the City Charter and Fair Maps Act requirements of
making districts as nearly equal in population as may be practicable, and in establishing the
boundaries of the Districts, give consideration to (a) natural boundaries, street lines and/or City
boundaries; (b) geography; (c) cohesiveness, contiguity, integrity and compactness of territory;
and (d) community of interests within each district. The character of various neighborhoods and
areas of the city can be more objectively measured by observing the mix of land uses, the
amount of high frequency transit, the amount of vehicle miles traveled per capita, residential
densities, and building typologies.

This led me to present a proposed map at one of the Redistricting Commission meetings. I've
followed and attended each Redistricting Commission meeting for the past several weeks
listening to public comment, community of interest testimony, and Commissioner discussions.
Subsequently, I revised the map to better represent the community of interest testimony and
public comments received at each of the Redistricting Commission meetings. Below is the
proposed map that I feel better reflects the City Charter and Fair Maps Act requirements, the



community of interest testimony and public comments received, and the character of various
neighborhoods and areas of the city than any of the three proposed maps on the agenda.

Below is the proposed district map, which can also be seen online at

https://districtr.org/plan/82344.
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District 1 encompasses west San Jose, generally everything west of 17 and south of Valley Fair
The borders are generally the city limits, CA-17, Interstate 880, and Forest.
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District 2 encompasses the VEP, Edenvale, Santa Teresa, Coyote Valley, and other nearby areas.
The borders are generally CA-87, CA-85, Cottle, the city limits, Coyote, Valley Christian High
School, Monterey, and Capitol.



District 3:

Fruldkele

District 3 encompasses the northern, eastern, and southern edges of the downtown core of
highrise buildings, including all of San Jose State (including the athletic fields and stadiums
south of 280). The borders are generally Brokaw, CA-87, Hedding, First, Julian, Fourth, St. John,
Sixth, San Fernando, Fourth, Interstate 280, Caltrain railroad, CA-87, Three Creeks trail corridor,
Senter, Interstate 280, Interstate 680, McKee, US-101, and Interstate 880.



District 4:

District 4 encompasses Berryessa and the Oakland Road corridor. The borders are generally the
city limits, Interstate 880, US-101, McKee, Interstate 680, Mabury, White, and Penitencia Creek.



District 5:

Vista Open

VRl Preserve

Alum Rock

East Foothills ‘Qx

District 4 encompasses Alum Rock, the Story Road corridor east of US-101, and the Reid-Hillview
area. The borders are generally the city limits, Penitencia Creek, White, Mabury, Interstate 680,
US-101, and Tully.
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District 7:

District 7 encompasses Little Saigon (Grand Century Mall, Vietham Town, Lion Plaza, Senter
Road corridor, new Vietnamese American Service Center, etc.), Fairgrounds, Communications
Hill, and surrounding neighborhoods. The borders are generally Interstate 680, Senter, the Three
Creeks Trail corridor, the Gudalupe River, Capitol, Aborn, King, Lion Plaza, Tully, and US-101.



District 8:

(&
e

District 8 encompasses Evergreen, Eastridge, and Hellyer park area. The borders are generally
Tully, Lion Plaza, King, Aborn, Capitol, Senter, Coyote, and the city limits.



District 9:

BRY CRELR

Campbell

Eopwemrthy Ave:

o
e
>

District 9 encompasses Willow Glen, Cambrian, Samaritan, and the four corners/ Pearl Corridor
(Erikson, Thousand Oaks, Pinehurst, and Tanglewood/Tatra neighborhoods). The borders are
generally Interstate 680, WGNA boundary, Los Gatos Creek, the city limits, Ross Creek, CA-85,
CA-87, Capitol, Almaden, Guadalupe River, and the Caltrain railroad.



District 10:

(Qimapbox:

District 9 encompasses Almaden Valley, the Blossom Hill corridor west of Ca-85, and the Santa
Teresa corridor west of Cottle. The borders are CA-85, Ross Creek, the city limits, and Cottle.



This leads to the following:

e Based on total population,

Asian Hispanic White

0000000000

o Two Asian majority districts and two Asian plurality districts
» 4 districts = 38% of total population

o Two Hispanic/ Latinx majority districts and One Hispanic/ Latinx plurality district
= 3 districts ® 31% of total population

o One roughly 50/50 Asian and Hispanic/ Latinx split plurality district

o One White majority district and One White plurality district



e Based on Citizen Voting Age population (CVAP)
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o Two Asian majority districts and One Asian plurality district
» 3 districts = 33.4% of total population

o No Hispanic/ Latinx majority districts and Two Hispanic/ Latinx plurality districts
» 2 districts = 24.7% of total population

o Three White majority districts and Two White plurality districts

The Commission map has the same number of CVAP Asian majority and plurality districts but
only one CVAP Hispanic/ Latinx plurality district (compared to two in this proposal). Similarly,
the Community Map has the same number of CVAP Asian majority and plurality districts but
only one CVAP Hispanic/ Latinx plurality district (compared to two in this proposal). The Unity
Map is more similar to this proposal with the same number of CVAP Asian majority and plurality
districts and the same number of CVAP Hispanic/ Latinx plurality districts.



As mentioned previously, this proposed map best addresses the following communities of
interest testimony, community of interest maps submitted to Districtr, public comments made at
the Redistricting Commision meetings, and commissioner discussions:

The Berryessa neighborhood remains together with the Penitencia Creek neighborhood
The Berryessa neighborhood contains its namesake BART station
The entire Downtown Association and PBID is kept in one district (District 6)
The Ocala neighborhood is in the same district as Alum Rock
Reid Hillview Airport is in the same district as Alum Rock
The Alum Rock Road corridor between 101 and 680 is kept in one district (District 3) so
Little Portugal, Mayfair, and surrounding neighborhoods are not split.
Five Wounds/ Brookwood Terrace are kept in one council district in the same district as
the Alum Rock corridor discussed above
Little Saigon is kept together in one district (including areas such as Grand Century Mall,
Vietnam Town, Lion Plaza, and the area near Senter Road and Capitol Expressway).
Communications Hill is kept with the central part of the city/ District 7
All of the Communications Hill (including the hilly areas west of CA-87 and the areas
near Curtner) are all in one district.
All of Willow Glen (areas south of Los Gatos Creek, west of Guadalupe River, and north of
Foxworthy) and the entirety of the Willow Glen neighborhood Association (according to
this map
https://www.google.com/maps/d/u/0/viewer?hl=en&Il=37.27464826403177%2C-
121.898158535591468&z=14&mid=19FEujnQRJAZ8UdmB2f7YE5uWSS4qEytm ) remains
entirely within one district. This proposed map is the only map that keeps Willow Glen in
one district and does not split Willow Glen at all. There are no border issues at the south
end of Willow Glen since there is no longer a border at the south end of Willow Glen.
The Vendome neighborhood remains in the same district containing downtown
o However, to be honest, clear, and upfront, please note that this proposed map
does not place Vendome in the same district as Japantown, so unfortunately, this
additional comment could not be put into fruition in this map
Japantown remains together with the Hensley Historic District neighborhood in one
district
East Santa Clara St and Alum Rock Ave (west of 680) is mostly in the same district and
only 5 blocks (from 1st to 6th) are in a different district
Midtown remains with Downtown in one district
Many areas of high density residential along the 85 corridor are placed into District 2,
although not all areas due to the need for relatively equal population distribution
Erikson, Thousand Oaks, Pinehurst, and Tanglewood/Tatra neighborhoods remain
together in one district.
The VEP neighborhoods remain in one district



e The Cory neighborhood remains together in one district

e The entirety of the Newhall neighborhood remains in the same district as PayPal Park
(not just a portion, as it is currently).

¢ Most of the Evergreen School District in District 8 except for areas north of Tully and
west of King to maintain equal population distribution and to maintain other
communities of interest.

e The SJC Airport and Downtown are in the same district

¢ Neighborhoods to the north, east, and south of San Jose State University (SJSU) are kept
in the same district as SJSU

e All of SJSU including the sports fields are kept in one district

e All of Spartan Keyes, Washington Guadalupe, and other areas south of downtown remain
together in one district per the additional recommendation of the Redistricting
Commission

e Naglee Park remains in the same district as Japantown, Northside, and Hensley

Regarding neighborhood characteristics:

e Districts are generally consistent in the amount of per capita VMT within each district
and borders tend to be near areas where VMT shifts. For example, the proposed District
3 consists almost entirely of low VMT areas whereas the proposed District 10 consists
almost entirely of high VMT areas due to their differing land use patterns.

e Districts are generally consistent in the amount of high frequency transit within each
district and borders tend to be near areas where the amount of transit shifts. For
example, Districts 3 and 7 have a large amount of high frequency transit whereas
Districts 8 and 10 have very little high frequency transit due to their differing land use
patterns.

o Districts are generally consistent in their residential densities, land use patterns, and
building typologies. For example, in the proposed District 6, there are many recent mid-
rise buildings that are generally 5 or more floors with large footprints throughout the
proposed district, whereas in the proposed District 9, the recent buildings are much
smaller in size with smaller footprints and lower building heights. Example photos of
these building typologies can be seen on the next page.

Other Proposals such as the Commission or Community Plans have a highly variable mix of
these characteristics discussed above rather than a lower mix in this proposal.






Proposed District 9 recent building typologies:

To summarize the characteristic differences between proposed Districts 6 and 9, the proposed
District 6 has many areas of higher density housing such as those along Southwest Expressway,
those in the Buena Vista neighborhood, those in the Midtown area, those in Downtown, those in
the Vendome neighborhood, and those in North San Jose/ River Oaks. Further, some existing
Opportunity-type housing exists in older neighborhoods like St. Leo’s. In general, the district
feels more mixed between urban and suburban than the proposed District 9, which is generally
made up of lower density single family homes except for a handful of higher density locations
on the peripheries of the district such as such as along the Branham corridor, along the Bascom
corridor, near meridian/Hamilton, and near the Ohlone/ Chynoweth Station.

This type of land use, residential density, building typology, and overall character comparison
was made across all districts and combined with the communities of interest to help determine
appropriate district boundaries for this proposed district map.



Both proposed Districts 3 and 6 represent different areas of what is considered downtown. Both
districts would most likely be primarily oriented towards downtown related issues so there is a
more equal relationship between the two districts. Two primary downtown districts should not
be feared since with the opportunity for two primary downtown districts (proposed Districts 3
and 6) comes the opportunity for two city council advocates for downtown related issues, which
can be a positive. The other proposed plans such as the Commission or Community Map splits
the downtown and surrounding neighborhoods into at least two council districts with a more
unequal relationship. This leaves areas with high density housing, high transit frequency, and
low VMT such as the St. Leos neighborhood and Midtown split from the remainder of
Downtown even though that area of the non-downtown oriented district is greatly impacted by
downtown related issues, such as redevelopment, for example. In my opinion, it would be better
to have the downtown and all surrounding neighborhoods represented by districts that have
more similar residential densities, land uses, building typologies, and other neighborhood
characteristics to each other so that they are more responsive to the characteristics of the
central part of the city. This is in contrast to today where there is a large mix of characteristics
between areas within District 6 such as Willow Glen and Midtown, for example.



In summary for this map, the population deviation is 7.19%, which is within the 10% allowed for
by law. The districts make use of geography such as natural boundaries, street lines and/or City
boundaries, yet still maintain compact and contiguous majority and plurality districts of
potential minority representation. In general, existing neighborhoods, neighborhood
associations, business associations, business districts, and communities of interests are
maintained to the extent possible within one proposed district; further, public comment
reflecting neighborhoods that wish to remain tied to other neighborhoods within the same
district were generally taken into account except in limited circumstances in order to comply
with the roughly equal population principle. This proposed map groups area and
neighborhoods with similar characteristics into the same districts; districts generally have
relatively the same amounts of high frequency transit, existing vehicle miles traveled, similar
building typologies, and current residential densities within themselves but differ as compared
to other districts.

For these reasons, this map should be taken into consideration and adopted as the new districts
since it best represents the community of interest testimony and public comments received at
each of the Redistricting Commission meetings and the character of each area of the city.

Thank you,
Greg Ripa





