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Redistricting: Nov. 4th presentation & public comment
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<redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>; Cheryl Lubow <

 

 

 Community Map 3.0_v1.1_Nov4.ppsx

Hi Toni,

Here's the link to our Community Map 3.0:  https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Please add the following attached files as our public comment.

Thanks for staying up late for all the meetings!

-  Sonya Lu
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Redistricting: 
Community Map 3.0

Made by Neighbors
Keeping Neighborhood Communities Together

Thursday, Nov. 4, 2021
Redistricting Commission

https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Redistricting Principles

● Relatively equal size - people, not citizens

● Contiguous - districts should not hop/jump

● Maintain “communities of interest”

● Follow existing neighborhoods

● Keep districts compact - appearance/function

● Up to 10% population deviation allowed

* SOURCE: “Redistricting 101 – April 15, 2021”, Redistricting Partners, San Jose Redistricting Commission



Quote from “Redistricting Partners” (City’s redistricting consultant)

Chris Chaffee from Redistricting Partners:

I think the other thing that’s really important to keep in 

mind is one of the Federal Voting Rights Act, is that 

race cannot be a predominant factor when you’re 

drawing district lines.  [...]  I think if the sole focus is like 

citizen voting-age population, or census ethnic 

population, then you’re getting very close to kind of 

breaking all the Federal Voting Rights Acts.   

SOURCE:  Oct 28, 2021 Redistricting Advisory Commission meeting (quote starts at 5:07:49) 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WMAvI0-JEDs

“

”



Driving force for Northward Shift in District Lines

2020 Census SJ total population:  1,105,455

Ideal Redistrict target population: 101,544.5

● D4 has ~ 19,000 excess population from ideal

● D3 has ~ 6500 excess population from ideal

● Lowest density districts need to grow (D9 & D10) 

What this means when redistricting the City:

● Adjacent districts D3 & D5 must absorb D4’s excess

● D3 needs to lose excess+ in order to absorb D4’s

○ Shift adjacent districts:  D5, D6, D7 

Data Source: https://districtr.org/edit/64318 (provided map by City of SJ)
https://districtr.org/plan/68689 + ”Unassigned Units” included for completeness)

Current Districts

District 1
D2

D3
D4
D5
D6
D7
D8
D9
D10

Current Population Balance
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Current Districts

How they exist today. 

https://districtr.org/plan/68689 

 

District 1
D2
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D4
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D8
D9
D10



Commissioner’s Map D3
Evolved from Commissioner’s Map D2.  
Revisions in progress.

As left off at end of last 

Thursday, Oct. 28.

https://districtr.org/plan/75360
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Community Map 3.0 (similar to Commissioner’s D3 Map)

● Driven to preserve and keep existing neighborhood communities together 

as much as possible

● Based on existing district lines & maintains compactness

● Adjustments based on community feedback
○ Community Leadership Council (CLC)

○ Neighborhood Associations

○ Residents

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Community Map 3.0 

District 1
D2
D3
D4
D5
D6
D7
D8
D9
D10
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Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Community Map 3.0
vs. Commissioner’s Map D3 
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Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Minimal disruption to existing 
communities and  their 
collaborative, working 
relationships.

Lightened areas between 
districts represent differences 
between the two maps.



Community Map 3.0
vs. Current Map
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Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Minimal disruption to existing 
communities and  their 
collaborative, working 
relationships.

Lightened areas between 
districts represent differences 
between the two maps.



District 3

District 5

District 4
District 3, 4, 5 Boundaries

A. Penitencia: keep in D4 (3,017 
people)

B. Berryessa Crossing: absorb D4 
population into D3 (3,414 people) 

C. Checkers: absorb D3 population 
into D5 (2,724 people)

D. Little Portugal: move southern 
portion back to D5 (1,165 people)

A

B

C

D

Fixes & Adjustments: 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



District 3, 6, 7 Boundaries

District 6 District 
7

District 3

D

C

B

A

A. Newhall:  Return northern section in 
back to D3, divided at Campbell Ave.

B. Extend area south of Park Ave to D3 
to W. San Carlos 

C. Delmas Park:  Return tip to D6

D. Goodyear Mastic and area bound by 
Almaden Expy/Almaden Rd to D6

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Fixes & Adjustments: 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 5 & 8 Boundary

Reid-Hillview Airport: return back to D5.  

Airport only.  Not the residents.

Reid-Hillview 
Airport

District 8

District 7

District 5

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Fixes & Adjustments: 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



Extend southern boundary under 
Willow Vale neighborhood down 
to Husted Ave. of D6  

[Source: D6 President, Willow Glen 
Neighborhood Assoc.]

District 6

District 9

District 6 & 9 Boundary

District 6

District 9Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Fixes & Adjustments: 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 2 & 10 Boundary

Maintain HOA:

Return D10 community bound by 

Branham Ln, Monterey Rd, Saddle 

Brook Dr. to stay in D10.  Do not 

move community to D2.

District 
10

District 
8

District 
2

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0 District 

7

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Restore Penitencia Neighborhood back to District 4 (3,017 people) 

CORRECT:
Community Map 3.0

WRONG:
Currently in Draft Map D3

* Berryessa Crossing (3,414 people): D3 to absorb D4’s excess population

D3

D5

D5

D4

D3
D5

D4

CRITICAL Fixes 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



Fix Little Portugal Area (shift 1,165 people from D3 back to D5)

Shortri
dge Ave.

Alum Rock Ave.

101 / Bayshore
Shortri

dge Ave.

Alum Rock Ave.

101 / Bayshore

D3 D5D3 D5

CORRECT:
Community Map 3.0

WRONG:
Currently in Draft Map D3

CRITICAL Fixes 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



Fix Newhall Area (shift 1,269 people back from D6 to D3) 
Source: President of Newhall Association

 CORRECT:
Community Map 3.0 & Draft Map D2

WRONG:
Currently in Draft Map D3

D3

D6

Airport Airport

D3

D6

CRITICAL Fixes 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



Current Districts     vs.    Community Map 3.0

COMMUNITY:  https://districtr.org/plan/75234CURRENT:  https://districtr.org/plan/68689 

Demographic Stats:  Population by Race 
Current District vs. Community Map 3.0

Asian 
(%)

Hispanic 
(%)

White 
(%)

Black 
(%)

0 0 0 0

-0.3 0.1 0.1 0

5 -5.2 0 0

-0.9 0.5 0.3 0

2.7 -2.7 0 0

-1.4 1.8 0.1 -0.3

0.2 0.7 -0.6 -0.1

-1.6 1.9 -0.3 0

0.5 1.5 -2.3 0.4

0.3 -0.1 -0.3 0.1

0 0 0 0

Change / Delta



Current Districts     vs.    Community Map 3.0

COMMUNITY:  https://districtr.org/plan/75234CURRENT:  https://districtr.org/plan/68689 

Demographic Stats:  Citizen at Voting Age 
Current District vs. Community Map 3.0

Change / Delta

Asian 
(%)

Hispanic 
(%)

Black 
(%)

0.1 0 0

-0.4 0.1 -0.1

2.7 -3.4 0.2

-1 0.4 0.1

2.6 -2.6 0.1

-1 2.3 -0.6

0.3 0.3 0.1

-0.6 1.2 -0.1

0.9 0.7 0.5

0.3 -0.2 0

0 0 0



Links to Maps:

● Community Map 3.0:  https://districtr.org/plan/75234

● Community 3.0 vs. Map D3:  https://districtr.org/plan/75356

● Map D3:  https://districtr.org/plan/75360

● Current Districts:  (corrected City's version):  https://districtr.org/plan/68689

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Redistricting: 
Community Map 3.0

Made by Neighbors
Keeping Neighborhood Communities Together

Thursday, Nov. 4, 2021
Redistricting Commission

https://districtr.org/plan/75234



No change.

1

6District 1

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 2 & District 10 

Maintain HOA:

Return D10 community bound by 

Branham Ln, Monterey Rd, Saddle 

Brook Dr. to stay in D10.  Do not 

move community to D2.

10

D8

D2

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0 D7

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



District 3

A. Absorb D4’s excess population up to 
railroad tracks.

B. Northern end of Checkers neighborhood 
into D5

C. * Return neighborhoods by Little Portugal 
back to D5. (see next detail slide)

D. Return tip of Delmas Park to D6

E. Extend area south of Park Ave to D3 

F. * Return northern section in Newhall back 
to D3.  Newhall neighborhood stays in D6, 
divided by Campbell Ave.

* FIX THESE FIRST

D3

D6

4

D5

COMMUNITY GROUPS:

● Little Portugal, Five Wounds, and Brookwood Terrace (FWBT)

● 13th St. Neighborhood Advisory Committee: Northside, Julian St-James, Historic Hensley, Horace Mann, with 

collaborations with Japantown, Hyde Park, Vendome and Ryland Park.

● SJSU campus, students and staff with the surrounding neighborhoods:  South University, SoFA, Naglee Park 

kept together

D7

A

B

C

D

F

E

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 4

A. [FIX THIS FIRST] Return Penitencia 

neighborhood back to D4 from D5.  
SOURCE:  Penitencia Assoc. President, Sept. 
16 Community of Interest Testimony & 
Sept. 18 District 4 Public Hearing input.

B. D3 to absorb D4’s Berryessa 

Crossing

D4

D3 D5

A

B

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 5

A. Return Penitencia neighborhood 
back to D4 from D5.

B. Northern end of Checkers 
neighborhood into D5 to balance 
population. (2,724 people)

C. Return residents on Shortridge 
Ave. area back to D5 (south of 
Little Portugal businesses along 
Alum Rock).

D. Return Reid-Hillview Airport back 
to D5.

D5

D3

D4

8

B

A

D

C

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 6

A. Return northern section in Newhall back 
to D3.  Newhall neighborhood stays in D6, 
divided by Campbell Ave.

B. Extend area south of Park Ave to D3 

C. Return tip of Delmas Park to D6

D. Goodyear Mastic and area bound by 
Almaden Expy/Almaden Rd to D6

E. Extend southern boundary of D6 to 
Husted Ave. [Source: D6 President, Willow Glen 

Neighborhood Assoc.] 

D6

4

D1

D9

D3

E

D
C

B

A

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0

D7



District 7

A. For population balance, 

Goodyear Mastic and area 

bound by Almaden 

Expy/Almaden Rd moved to D6

Populations:
Goodyear Mastic: 4,619 
Section of Alma: 1,346 

D6

D9

D5

D10

D7

D3

D8

A

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



District 8

A. Return Reid-Hillview 

Airport back to D5

D5

D8

D7

A

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0



A. Extend southern boundary of D6 

to Husted Ave. [Source: D6 President, 

Willow Glen Neighborhood Assoc.] 

District 9
A

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234

Moves to Convert 
Commissioner’s Map D3 to Community Map 3.0

D6

D9



Alum Rock Ave.

Redistrict Mapping Tool 
Needs more Granular Section 
Little Portugal Area between D3 & D5

101 / Bayshore

Little 
Portugal

● Keep Portuguese community 
& businesses along Alum Rock 
Ave. in D3.

● ALL residents on Shortridge 
Ave. (both sides of the street) 
remain in D5 (between S 31st & 

King)

● Esther Medina Park in D5 
(bordered by Hwy 101, S. 31st, Alum 
Rock, & E. San Antonio)

D3 D5

Shortri
dge Ave.

Esther 
Medina 
Park stays 
in D5

E. Santa Clara St.

Issues to Address

Community Map 3.0  
https://districtr.org/plan/75234



Assembly Bill No. 849:  FAIR MAPS Act
The Fair And Inclusive Redistricting for Municipalities And Political Subdivisions (FAIR MAPS) Act.

To the extent practicable, district lines will be adopted using the following criteria:

(1) geographically contiguous districts (each city council district should share a common border with the 
next),

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a manner 
that minimizes its division,

(3) geographic integrity of a city shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division,

(4) easily identifiable boundaries that follow natural or artificial barriers (rivers, streets, highways, rail 
lines, etc.), and

(5) lines shall be drawn to encourage geographic compactness. In addition, boundaries shall not be 
drawn for purposes of favoring or discriminating against a political party.



Redistricting: 
Community Map 3.0

Made by Neighbors
Keeping Neighborhood Communities Together

Thursday, Nov. 4, 2021
Redistricting Commission
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Keep downtown together

Jane Harris <
Fri 11/5/2021 5:32 AM
To:  redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Please keep downtown together!   I am in favor of Community Map 3.0. Please remember this district
as you decide for many citizens and businesses. 
Thank you for your efforts,
Jane Harris
Paseo Plaza 
S. 3rd St. 
--  
They whispered to her " You can not withstand the storm." She whispered back to them "I am the
Storm."
 

 

http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Willow Glen Redistricting

Gabrielle Gray <
Fri 11/5/2021 6:13 AM
To:  Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why
this is important

 

 

I have been a resident in Willow Glen for over 50 years - it is a community where I have gown up and 
raised my own family. In no way would I support redistricting. Willow Glen is a community of interest, 
the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the advocacy of WGNA. Please do not divide 
our neighborhood.

Thank you,

Gabrielle Gray
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Willow Glen Redistricting

Gabrielle Gray <
Fri 11/5/2021 6:13 AM
To:  Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why
this is important

 

 

I have been a resident in Willow Glen for over 50 years - it is a community where I have gown up and 
raised my own family. In no way would I support redistricting. Willow Glen is a community of interest, 
the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the advocacy of WGNA. Please do not divide 
our neighborhood.

Thank you,

Gabrielle Gray
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District 4 Redistricting - PNA - 11/4

Mike Kraus (via Google Slides) <
Fri 11/5/2021 7:53 AM
To:  redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>
Cc:  City Clerk <city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>;  <  
<   <   <

 

 

 attached a
presentation

 has attached the following presentation:

Dear City Clerk, 
Attached, please find a copy of my charts I presented at the 11/4
city of San Jose redistricting zoom meeting. Please include this
mapping material in the public records. 
 
If you have any questions, do not hesitate to reach out to me. 
 
thank you in advance 
 
Mike Kraus 
President - Penitencia Neighborhood Association 
cell: 1.

District 4 Redistricting - PNA

Google LLC, , Mountain View, CA , USA 
You have received this email because  shared a
presentation with you from Google Slides.

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F&data=04%7C01%7Credistricting%40sanjoseca.gov%7C28160fc1dbb047007f8308d9a06bf2d4%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C637717207901822185%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=anSy8sLXm4aJAbvK%2BxtwGL14dvc4eV%2FZq4rVqSkb36I%3D&reserved=0


District 4 redistricting
Penitencia Neighborhood - Michael Kraus



Penitencia Neighborhood

● Introduction:  Michael Kraus, President of the Penitencia Neighborhood 
Association (PNA)

● The Penitencia Neighbood is a community of Interest (COI) located in the 
upper Penitencia Creek region of North San Jose in the present 
established District 4 of the city of San Jose

● We as a COI demand that we stay within District 4 after  the 2020 census 
redistricting boundary mapping efforts.



Penitencia Neighborhood

● The Penitencia Neighborhood is an ethnically diverse community of 
households that have formed a Neighborhood association and is focused 
on safety, security and quality of life.
○ Motto:  “Together we can do more”

● PNA engaged with the CSJ redistricting commission 
○ Sept 16  - Submitted a COI 
○ Sept 16 - submitted a Community of Interest Statement
○ Sept 18  - presented at the District 4 commission meeting



Penitencia Neighborhood

● This is the map of the Penitencia Neighborhood 
Community of Interest.

● Draft Plan D2, dated (10/27/21) has this COI 
moved to District 5

● Draft Plan C3 (10/18/21) has this COI moved into 
District 5

Recommend District 4 boundary be extended to 
include the Penitencia Neighborhood Community of 

Interest



Penitencia Neighborhood

● The D2 map, as well as the D3 map that was posted on Oct 29, both have 
the Penitencia Neighborhood moved into District 5 which is unacceptable 
to the Penitencia Neighborhood.

● The commission and the rules and regulation for redistricting provides the 
flexibility to draw boundary line to accommodate the desire of the 
community being served.
○ Small deviations with a district compared to other districts can be expected



Recommended Drawing of District 4 with Penitencia Neighborhood remaining in District 4

● This map show how easily the 
Penitencia Neighborhood 
community of Interest could 
remain in District 4.

● Move the C2 and D3 map 
boundaries to N White Rd, and 
Mabury Rd.

● The purple shows the area that 
needs to be moved from District 
5 back to District 4



Penitencia Neighborhood

● The functions and responsibilities of the Redistricting Advisory Committee 
is to:
○ Conduct Community Outreach Hearings
○ Identify communities of interest from public input
○ Report to the Board with public input gathered by the RAC



Penitencia Neighborhood

Summary / Conclusion

● We as a COI demand that we stay within District 4 after  the 2020 census 
redistricting boundary mapping efforts.

● Recommend District 4 boundary be extended to include the Penitencia 
Neighborhood Community of Interest
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Willow Glen is a community of interest

Bronwyn Saglimbeni <
Fri 11/5/2021 9:11 AM
To:  Taber, Toni <toni.taber@sanjoseca.gov>; redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Hi! 
 
I’m a resident of Willow Glen, and it is definitely a community of interest … the neighborhood needs to stay
together and we need to support the advocacy of WGNA.
 
PLEASE do not divide our neighborhood.

Respec�ully,

Bronwyn

Bronwyn Saglimbeni 
Authentic Communications Coach 
Host of 20 Minutes with Bronwyn Podcast 
On iTunes: https://apple.co/2LRYgpj 
www.bronwyncommunications.com 

Communicating with authenticity and power is hard right now. #virtualeverything 
Want fresh communication tips delivered to your inbox every Monday morning? 
Sign up, and start the week strong.
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Willow Glen - Please don't divide our neighborhood!

 <
Fri 11/5/2021 9:20 AM
To:  redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Hello! I’m a resident of Willow Glen, and it is definitely a community of interest. The neighborhood needs to stay
together and we need to support the advocacy of the Willow Glen Neighborhood Associa�on.
 
PLEASE do not divide our neighborhood.
 
Thank you,
Sal Saglimbeni

 
 

 

http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Subject: Strongly Supporting the Unity Map

uma devi <
Fri 11/5/2021 9:41 AM
To:  redistricting <redistricting@sanjoseca.gov>; City Clerk <city.clerk@sanjoseca.gov>; RCCW <RCCW@sanjoseca.gov>; RC1
<RC1@sanjoseca.gov>; RC2 <RC2@sanjoseca.gov>; RC3 <RC3@sanjoseca.gov>; RC4 <RC4@sanjoseca.gov>; RC5
<RC5@sanjoseca.gov>; RC6 <RC6@sanjoseca.gov>; RC7 <RC7@sanjoseca.gov>; RC8 <RC8@sanjoseca.gov>; RC9
<RC9@sanjoseca.gov>; RC10 <RC10@sanjoseca.gov>

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why
this is important

 

 

Dear San Jose Redistricting Commission,

As a San Jose resident, I 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 Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous 
neighbors. I believe we need to do more than balance populations; we need to also keep and bring 
communities together.

Every map except the Unity Map would further suppress the voice of Latinos across the majority of 
districts within the City of San Jose. Compared to the Unity Map, each of the other redistricting plans 
under consideration would decrease the voices of Latinx, Black and Asian communities by over 2% per a 
District and deeply suppress the voice of renters across our City’s most diverse Districts at a time when 
displacement continues to break apart and disempower these same working families in communities of 
color.

The Unity Map has garnered support from prominent local leaders, who penned a joint op-ed in the San 
Jose Spotlight urging San Jose and Santa Clara County to adopt the San Jose Unity Map to combat voter 
suppression and strengthen the movement for racial and economic justice across our region. (Read it 
here)

Like many other community members in our region, I stand with the district lines drawn by civil rights 
and cultural organizations in San Jose, such as the Asian Law Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, the La 
Raza Roundtable, and the Latino Leadership Alliance. 

The Unity Map would would ensure that our two Asian-majority and our majority-
minority Hispanic districts are kept intact, while also respecting the numerous communities of interest 
that have been brought up thus far as part of the independent commission’s public input process. This 
includes keeping Willow Glen together with North Willow Glen, Berryessa and Penitencia Creek, 
Delmas Park, Alum Rock Corridor, and more. 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsanjosespotlight.com%2Fop-ed-push-back-on-voter-suppression-by-adopting-unity-maps%2F&data=04%7C01%7Credistricting%40sanjoseca.gov%7C2f031cbbed9143bcb10d08d9a07b0d8f%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C637717272670007734%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=4oRAVs8BPjp7Bt%2BMxKzZ81JusDoDHDGVv65F8VRSheM%3D&reserved=0
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Additionally, I urge the Commission to adopt the Unity Map because it brings multifamily communities 
of interest together along highway 85, in a city that is zoned more than 90% single family residential. 
With all the development we are seeing in Downtown San Jose, I especially appreciate that these lines 
will work to create a second downtown district.

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

These are the redistricting lines that I support: https://districtr.org/plan/70699

Sincerely,
Umadevi Shivasubramani
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdistrictr.org%2Fplan%2F70699&data=04%7C01%7Credistricting%40sanjoseca.gov%7C2f031cbbed9143bcb10d08d9a07b0d8f%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C637717272670007734%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=F%2Fdy7EbQ0KBjeLl0fEXA3HJTVu3si7FIgISdiv87S3o%3D&reserved=0
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Taber, Toni

From: Taber, Toni
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 1:05 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: FW: Willow Glen - Please don't divide our neighborhood!

 
 

From:   <   
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 9:18 AM 
To: Taber, Toni <  
Subject: Willow Glen ‐ Please don't divide our neighborhood! 
 

  

 

Hi Toni. I’m a resident of Willow Glen, and it is definitely a community of interest. The neighborhood needs to stay 
together and we need to support the advocacy of the Willow Glen Neighborhood Association.  
  
PLEASE do not divide our neighborhood. 
 
Thank you, 
Sal Saglimbeni 

 

  

 

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

  [External Email] 

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

From: Taber, Toni
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 1:04 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: FW: Opposition to Redistricting Willow Glen

 
 

From: Pratibha Maria Baby <   
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:15 PM 
To: Taber, Toni <  
Subject: Opposition to Redistricting Willow Glen 
 

  

  

Hello,  
 
I'm a proud Willow Glen resident of nearly a decade. I understand redistricting is in process with some ideas about our 
neighborhood. Willow Glen is a cohesive community and the neighborhood needs to stay within one district. Please do not 
divide our neighborhood. 
 
- Pratibha in District 6 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Taber, Toni
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 1:04 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: FW: Do NOT redistrict Willow Glen

 
 

From: Mark Braatz <   
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:29 PM 
To: Taber, Toni <  
Subject: Do NOT redistrict Willow Glen 
 

  

  

Toni - Willow Glen is a community of interest, the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the 
advocacy of WGNA. Do not divide our neighborhood. 
 
Willow Glen does not benefit from the disproportionately high property taxes and cost of homes relative to 
greater San Jose.  This money does NOT flow to our local schools but is distributed across the entire 
school system. 
 
Do not make Willow Glen less attractive to current and potential residents. 
 
 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Taber, Toni
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 1:04 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: FW: Do NOT redistrict Willow Glen

 
 

From: Mark Braatz <   
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:29 PM 
To: Taber, Toni <  
Subject: Do NOT redistrict Willow Glen 
 

  

  

Toni - Willow Glen is a community of interest, the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the 
advocacy of WGNA. Do not divide our neighborhood. 
 
Willow Glen does not benefit from the disproportionately high property taxes and cost of homes relative to 
greater San Jose.  This money does NOT flow to our local schools but is distributed across the entire 
school system. 
 
Do not make Willow Glen less attractive to current and potential residents. 
 
 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Mark Braatz <
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:30 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: Do NOT redistrict Willow Glen

  

  

Willow Glen is a community of interest, the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the advocacy of 
WGNA. Do not divide our neighborhood. 
 
Willow Glen does not benefit from the disproportionately high property taxes and cost of homes relative to 
greater San Jose.  This money does NOT flow to our local schools but is distributed across the entire school 
system. 
 
Do not make Willow Glen less attractive to current and potential residents. 
 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Pratibha Maria Baby <
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:15 PM
To: Taber, Toni
Subject: Opposition to Redistricting Willow Glen

  

  

Hello,  
 
I'm a proud Willow Glen resident of nearly a decade. I understand redistricting is in process with some ideas about our 
neighborhood. Willow Glen is a cohesive community and the neighborhood needs to stay within one district. Please do not 
divide our neighborhood. 
 
- Pratibha in District 6 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Shawn Milligan <
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 9:54 AM
To: redistricting
Subject: Willow Glen Redistricting

  

  

Willow Glen is a community of interest, the neighborhood needs to stay together, and support the advocacy 
of WGNA. Please do not divide our neighborhood!  
 

Shawn Milligan 
 

San Jose, CA 95124 
 

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Jeremy Plunkett <
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 9:02 AM
To: redistricting; City Clerk
Cc: RCCW; RC1; RC10; RC2; RC3; RC4; RC5; RC6; RC7; RC8; RC9
Subject: Re: Redistricting input for 10/28/21 meeting  

  

  

Thanks Megan, 
I created a proposed map in redistrictr that I believe avoids this issue, you can find it here: 
Districtr 
 
I'd like an opportunity to discuss it in the meeting tonight.  Please let me know if I need to do anything specific 
to have it added to the agenda. 
 
thanks, 
Jeremy 
 

From: redistricting <  
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2021 2:32 PM 
To: Jeremy Plunkett <  City Clerk <  
Cc: RCCW <  RC1 <  RC10 <  RC2 
<  RC3 <  RC4 <  RC5 <  RC6 
<  RC7 <  RC8 <  RC9 <  
Subject: Re: Redistricting input for 10/28/21 meeting  
  

Good afternoon Jeremy,  
 
Thank you for your letter! I would like to confirm that your letter was posted to the Letters from the Public 
attachment on the 10/28 Redistricting Commission agenda. You may find your letter on pages 233‐234 of the 
Letters from the Public attachment. 
 
I hope to see you at the Redistricting Commission meeting at 7:00 p.m. tonight! 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Roche 

From: Jeremy Plunkett <  
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2021 12:55 PM 
To: City Clerk <  redistricting <  
Cc: RCCW <  RC1 <  RC10 <  RC2 

  Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 
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<  RC3 <  RC4 <  RC5 <  RC6 
<  RC7 <  RC8 <  RC9 <  
Subject: Redistricting input for 10/28/21 meeting  
  

  

  
To whom it may concern, 
I have been informed that the email I sent this morning (copied below) may not be saved in the documentation 
for todays redistricting meeting due to lack of an appropriate subject line.  I hope that with this resend you are 
able to direct it to the proper repository, if not I will resend for the next meeting. 
  
Thanks, 
Jeremy Plunkett 
SJ D3 resident 
  
Sent from Mail for Windows 
  

From: Jeremy Plunkett 
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2021 8:57 AM 
To: City Clerk <  
Cc: RCCW <  RC1 <  RC10 <  RC2 
 
<  RC3 <  RC4 <  RC5 
<  RC6 
 
<  RC7 <  RC8 <  RC9 
<  City 
 
Clerk <  
Subject: redistricting and voter disenfranchisement 
  
  
Commissioners, 
I would like to bring attention to an aspect of the redistricting process that I have not found mentioned in the 
city’s guidance or heard discussed in the redistricting commission’s meetings to date.  This is the voter 
disenfranchisement (loss of the ability to vote) that can potentially occur when redistricting takes effect over 
multiple elections due to staggered terms, as we have currently in effect for the San Jose city council. 
  
Here is how it can happen: consider the case of a voter in D7, whose neighborhood is reassigned to D6 as part 
of the redistricting process.  This voter would have been voting for a new D7 city council person to represent 
them in the 2022 election.  Due to the redistricting process, they will now NOT have the ability to vote for a 
councilperson until 2024 when the current D6 council person’s term ends.  During those 2 years, they will not 
have ANY representative on the city council that they had a chance to vote for or against.  This is the definition 
of disenfranchisement.  The same goes for any person (whole neighborhoods of voters) who is moved from an 
odd district to an even district in the redistricting process. 
  

  Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

  [External Email] 
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I don’t mean to say that this disenfranchisement is the exact same degree of injustice as past occurrences in this 
country, such as past occurrences when corrupt city/county/state officials in southern states prevented minority 
voters from exercising their voting rights completely by various techniques of intimidation and 
manipulation.  But it accomplishes the same thing by different, more subtle means.  And depending on the 
guiding principles behind the map boundaries chosen by this commission, it has the potential to have the exact 
same outcome of racially biased voter suppression. 
  
This is not something I came up with on my own, actually I came across this issue discussed in this 
article  while researching the rules for the redistricting process:  
https://www.yalelawjournal.org/pdf/1086_d66oau7q.pdf 
Anyone should be able to quickly find the article by googling “redistricting disenfranchises staggered” 
I am not a lawyer, but based on my understanding of the law, I find this to be a valid and significant violation of 
voting rights and respectfully ask that the city: 
  

1. provide guidance to all participants in the redistricting process regarding the existence of this issue and ask that 
they take it into account, as it poses a significant legal liability to the city, given the potential thousands of 
affected voters who could take the city to court for violating their rights under the 14th amendment 

2. the number of voters disenfranchised in this manner should be kept to the absolute minimum possible (in fact 
zero if possible, and I believe it is possible). 

3. All maps considered for a vote by the commission or the city council should be evaluated for occurrence of this 
disenfranchisement and the results published to the public prior to voting 

  
Respectfully yours, 
Jeremy Plunkett 
  
Sent from Mail for Windows 
  
  
  

  
  

  

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

From: Mary Vetere <
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 8:49 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: Willow Glen Redistricting Commission

  

  

I have been a resident of Willow Glen since 1962.  My Parents moved us here from Michigan that year.  I had the 
pleasure of growing up and living in 95125. It is unbelievable that you have plans to change the beauty of WIllow Glen by 
redistricting the maps. DO YOU live in Willow Glen?  
Would you like a  4 plex built next to your home?  I do not want any further division of Willow Glen into separate 
districts.  I also support the Willow Glen Neighborhood Association advocacy on this issue. I do not want to see special 
interest groups changing the map of Willow Glen.   I support the D‐4 Community map.  
 Sincerely 
 
Mary Vetere 
San Jose, Willow Glen  

  

  

  You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 
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Taber, Toni

From: Kathy Sure <
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 7:48 PM
To: redistricting
Cc: Peralez, Raul
Subject: Vendome

[You don't often get email from   Learn why this is important at 
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.] 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
I am writing as a resident of the VENDOME neighborhood in support of keeping VENDOME in district 3. 
It appears one of the proposed redistricting would split us up down San Pedro street into 2 different districts. 
I have lived in this neighborhood since 1988 and have seen the growth and changes over the years and have developed a 
deep feeling of belonging in this neighborhood.We have worked together , representing both sides of San Pedro, on 
issues such as the traffic and speeding on San Pedro , holiday trees and decorations, neighborhood holiday craft parties , 
4th of July parties and group walks. We work together cleaning up Ryland Park and  Ryland dog park has metal cut outs 
by Brian’s welding reflecting animals from both sides of San Pedro.  Because our pocket is between north first and 
highway 87 , we have naturally felt geographically cohesive in this way and have always felt connected to Japantown as 
that is the meet up spot to dine , have coffee and we have made an effort to support the artists there, many of us having 
bought pieces from long time artist Ken Matsumoto to show neighborhood support . We all see each other at the 
Japantown Night Market, at the Halloween events and cultural events in Japantown.  COVID brought out the best in 
people..shopping and looking out for others , young and old . We even started a neighborhood Sunday exercise program 
inviting all in the area. This is so rare in this day and age and that is why it is so meaningful to us to feel so connected and 
to stay connected. 
 The thought of splitting us up along San Pedro or split from Japantown just doesn’t seem to fit any logic as we have all 
participated together in all of these ventures and share so many neighborhood issues. 
I urge the redistricting representatives to be thoughtful in this regard and not destroy one of the truly unique 
neighborhoods in San Jose . 
Thank you for considering these issues. 
Kathy Sure 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
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Taber, Toni

From: Judith West <
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 12:49 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: Redistricting Concerns

[You don't often get email from   Learn why this is important at 
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.] 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
To he Members of the Redistricting Committee, 
 
> I have concerns regarding the Unity Map and the changes being made to district 3. I understand the need to make 
changes based on the most recent census but the changes need to make sense and not divide our Vendome 
Neighborhood. North San Pedro is clearly not a natural boundary and the residents that live on the west side of the 
street are excluded from The Vendome Neighborhood. The natural and most obvious boundary is the Guadalupe River 
and the shopping center to the west of the river. The residents on the west side of North San Pedro have no familial 
connection with the Rose Garden/Willow Glen residents if this map is approved. 
> 
> Reconsideration of this illogical boundary is expected expeditiously. 
> 
> Thank you, 
> 
> Judy West 
>   
> San Jose, CA 95110 
 
Judy West 
Sent from my iPad 
 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
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Taber, Toni

From: Trudy MPNA Treasurer <
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 7:25 AM
To: Madero, Angel; Melissa Lopez; RC8; City Clerk; RCCW; redistricting; RC5
Cc: Cindy Aviles
Subject: RE: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 - Redistricting Map Presentation Request

  

 

We respectfully request that we be allowed to present our map 75647 during the November 8 meeting. 
 
 
Trudy Ellerbeck ~ she/ella 
Mount Pleasant Neighborhood Association – Treasurer 
District 5 United – Treasurer 

 
This message is proprietary, confidential and is intended for the recipient. It is not to be forwarded without the express consent of the sender.  Please do not print 
this message unnecessarily. 

 
 
 

From: Trudy MPNA Treasurer  
Sent: November 4, 2021 12:06 PM 
To: Madero, Angel <  Melissa Lopez <  RC8 <  
City Clerk <  RCCW <  redistricting <  RC5 
<  
Cc: Cindy Aviles <  
Subject: RE: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 ‐ Redistricting Request 
 
Greetings, 
 
Newly saved map has changed the ID number. 
 
https://districtr.org/COI/75647 
 
 

From: Madero, Angel <   
Sent: November 3, 2021 10:26 PM 
To: Trudy MPNA Treasurer <  Melissa Lopez <  RC8 
<  City Clerk <  RCCW <  redistricting 
<  RC5 <  
Cc: Cindy Aviles <  
Subject: Re: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 ‐ Redistricting Request 
 

  Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is 
important 

 

  [External Email] 
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I mistakenly called it a form; it is the same process. Thanks, Trudy! 
 
Kindly, 
 
Ángel Madero | Council Aide 
Office of Councilmember Magdalena Carrasco 
East San José | District 5 

C:  | E:  

200 E Santa Clara St. - 18th Floor 

Follow Councilmember Carrasco on Facebook! 

 

 

From: Trudy MPNA Treasurer <  
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:36 PM 
To: Melissa Lopez <  RC8 <  City Clerk <  RCCW 
<  redistricting <  RC5 <  
Cc: Cindy Aviles <  Madero, Angel <  
Subject: RE: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 ‐ Redistricting Request  
  

  

  

Adding our Community of Interest form for map https://districtr.org/COI/72263 
  
Thank you. 
  
  
Trudy Ellerbeck ~ she/ella 
Mount Pleasant Neighborhood Association – Treasurer 
District 5 United – Treasurer 

 
This message is proprietary, confidential and is intended for the recipient. It is not to be forwarded without the express consent of the sender.  Please do not print 
this message unnecessarily. 
  
  
  

From: Melissa Lopez <   
Sent: November 2, 2021 2:11 PM 
To:         

   [External Email] 
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Cc: Trudy MPNA Treasurer <  Cindy Aviles <  
Subject: Fw: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 ‐ Redistricting Request 
  

Good Afternoon -  
  
Resending to include the representative from D8 in addition to our D5 rep, Mr. Martinez. 
  
We respectfully ask for some guidance as to how we can address our concerns about the impact of 
the decisions on our Mt. Pleasant neighborhood. 
  
Thank you for your time.  
  
Melissa Got-Lopez 
Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association - President  
Like and Follow us!  https://www.facebook.com/mpnaesj 
  
  
  
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Melissa Lopez <  
To:  <   <  

 <  
Cc: Trudy MPNA Treasurer <   
<  
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021, 02:37:44 PM PDT 
Subject: Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association D5 - Redistricting Request 
  
Dear Redistricting Commissioners and Ms. Taber - 
  
We the Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association have been following this redistricting process and 
would like to share our voice from our community and leadership. The MPNA is an active 
neighborhood association with a legacy of over 25 years that has successfully advocated for, 
engaged, and supported our community for several years. We work closely with our city council 
representatives, schools, city services such as DOT and PRNS to name a few, and police, to keep 
our community safe, clean, and connected with services that our neighbors need. 
  
After a review of several maps, we are dismayed to learn that our neighborhood, located in the east 
foothills, on the border of D5 and D8, has not been kept together. Our Neighborhood Association has 
a long history of successes and splitting our community is unacceptable. The east side needs strong 
community leaders and the MPNA has proven to be an asset to our neighborhood. While we 
understand the need to move borders we request that the Mt.Pleasant Neighborhood Association 
boundaries remain together. 
  
We formally request to present at the November 4, Redistricting meeting to state our case to 
keep our neighborhood intact.  
  
  
Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association Bio 

 Located between White Road, Mt. Vista Drive, Marten Ave, and north of Clayton Road. see 
map for details and zoom to view the blue area  https://districtr.org/COI/72263  

 Treasurer, Trudy Ellerbeck, Vice President Cindy Aviles, President Melissa Got-Lopez 
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Over 25 years of advocacy and some of our accomplishments: 
 Crosswalk upgrade on Marten Ave. near Mt. Pleasant High School 
 Crosswalk at Harvest Dr. and Clayton Rd. 
 Advocated for re-pavement of streets 
 National Night Out events with over 300 participants 
 Beautification efforts of painted utility boxes along White Road 
 Free tree installation with Our City Forest 
 Installation of Little Free Libraries 
 Received the SCC District Attorney Bend the Arc grant to address racial discrimination, 

disproportionality, and promote equity within our community. 
 City of San Jose CERT (Community Emergency Response Team) trained. Including 

participation in the emergency radio network. 
 Monthly and Yearly litter pick-ups 
 Annual Dumpster Days 
 Neighborhood Watch  
 Donation of books, school supplies, and backpacks to our schools 
 Free Art and Crafts classes  
 Graffiti and Blight abatement with PRNS 

 Monthly community meetings 
 Free helmets for bicyclists with DOT  
 Saturday children's matinee recognized by KRON4's Ysabel Duron  

  
Thank you very much for your consideration and we look forward to a reply and invitation. 
  
Melissa Got-Lopez 
Mt. Pleasant Neighborhood Association - President  
Like and Follow us!  https://www.facebook.com/mpnaesj 
  
  

  

  

 

   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. 
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Taber, Toni

From: Cheryl <
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 1:19 AM
To: Taber, Toni; City Clerk; Sonya Lu; C C; redistricting
Subject: Redistricting - 5-minute map - Nov. 8

  

  

Hi Toni,  
 
Sonya and I would like to give a 5‐minute map presentation at the Redistricting Meeting on Nov. 8th. 
 
Thank You, 
Cheryl & Sonya 

  

  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Tod <
Sent: Saturday, November 6, 2021 1:38 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk
Cc: Marissa Gorsline
Subject: Re: Request for Map Presentation

 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
We are requesting the time during the Monday; 11/8 6pm Redistricting meeting. 
 
Thanks 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
> On Nov 6, 2021, at 12:47 PM, Tod <  wrote: 
>  
> We (Tod Williams and Marissa Gorsline) are requesting the allotted 5 minutes to present a Community of Interest Map 
on behalf of the Vendome Neighborhood. 
> 
> Thank you 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
 
 



21

Taber, Toni

From: Tod <
Sent: Saturday, November 6, 2021 12:48 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk
Cc: Marissa Gorsline
Subject: Request for Map Presentation

  

  

We (Tod Williams and Marissa Gorsline) are requesting the allotted 5 minutes to present a Community of Interest Map 
on behalf of the Vendome Neighborhood.  
 
Thank you 

  

  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Bill Ribble <
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 5:58 PM
To: redistricting
Subject: Willow Glen

[You don't often get email from   Learn why this is important at 
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.] 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
Please do not divide WG further!!! 
Tha south side was given to Cambrian D9 in the 90s with NO input from residents.  NO MORE DIVISIONS OF WG!!  We 
are a COMMUNITY! 
Bill Ribble 

 
 

 
“Death ends a life, not a relationship.” 
Mitch Albom 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
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Taber, Toni

From: Marian Childress <
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 5:10 PM
To: Peralez, Raul
Cc: redistricting
Subject: Keep Vendome as part of District 3

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from   Learn why this is 
important at http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.] 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
Dear Councilman Peralez and Redistricting Commission, Please do not split up existing neighborhoods and keep the 
Vendome Neighborhood in the Downtown District 3(D3/downtown core) with their neighboring communities. We share 
common interests and downtown development has a major impact on our neighborhoods. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian and Leon Childress 
Vendome Residents 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
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Taber, Toni

From: Brittany Wolak <
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 1:09 PM
To: Peralez, Raul; redistricting
Subject: Redistricting input

  

  

Good afternoon,  
 
I attended last night’s redistricting meeting, and wanted to share my support for the Community Map as it was presented 
(Nov. 4 version). I am specifically interested in the Vendome Neighborhood, as it’s where I live, and would urge you to 
keep Vendome in District 3. I understand that some neighborhoods have to “lose” in this negotiation, and it’s impossible 
to please everyone, but I do think splitting Vendome in half (as is suggested on the Unity Map) would be careless and 
potentially damaging to those of us who live past the proposed D3 border of San Pedro. This plan recommends moving a 
handful of dead-end streets, like my own, to D6. I think it would truly be in the best interests of our neighborhood to 
remain with D3 and the other downtown neighborhoods.  
 
Thanks for your time and consideration, 
 
Brittany Wolak 

 
Vendome Resident  
  

  

  Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important  

   [External Email] 

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

From: Neil McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 3:41 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk; RCCW; RC1; RC2; RC3; RC4; RC5; RC6; RC7; RC8; RC9; RC10
Subject: FWD: malinda markowitz (D2) Strongly Supports the Unity Map

  

  

This email has been forwarded because numerous emails were sent in support of the unity map, but were not 
received or included in the docket. We have been diligently working with the City Clerk to determine why this was the 
case. Please respond with a receipt, acknowledging this has been received. Thank you! 
 
As a San Jose resident, I 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 Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors. 
 
The San Jose Redistricting Commission is considering several draft electoral maps that could decimate our communities’ 
voices. Diluting the voices of marginalized communities would create unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! 
This cannot stand. 
 
 
I believe we need to do more than balance populations; we need to also keep and bring communities together. 
 
Yet our lawmakers are considering several other maps that will neither keep our communities whole, nor undo the 
legacies of voter suppression and redlining. The “Community Map” for example, reduces the voice of our Latinx 
community by a startling 7% in District 3 through choosing to kick predominantly historic Chicano neighborhoods like 
Washington Guadalupe, Gardner and Spartan Keyes out of the downtown. 
 
Every map under consideration by the Redistricting Commission would further suppress the voice of Latinos 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 communities by over 2% 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 and disempower these same working families in communities of color. 
 
This kind of voter suppression could drive our decision‐making for the next decade unless you join us in taking action 
today. 
 
Like many other community members in our region, I stand with the district lines drawn by civil rights and cultural 
organizations in San Jose, such as the Asian Law Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, the La Raza Roundtable, Silicon Valley 
Rising Action and the Latino Leadership Alliance. 
 
The Unity Map would would ensure that our two Asian‐majority district and our majority‐ 
minority Hispanic districts are kept intact, while also respecting the numerous communities of interest that have been 
brought up thus far as part of the independent commission’s public input process. This includes keeping Willow Glen 
together with North Willow Glen, Berryessa and Penitencia Creek, Delmas Park, Alum Rock Corridor, and more. 
 

   [External Email] 
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Additionally, I urge the Commission to adopt the Unity Map because it brings multifamily communities together along 
highway 85, in a city that is zoned more than 90% single family residential. With all the development we are seeing in 
Downtown San Jose, I especially appreciate that these lines will work to create a second downtown district. 
 
Please support the Updated San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable elections. 
 
Sincerely, 
malinda markowitz 

  San Jose, CA 95123‐3523 

  

  

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

From: Neil McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 3:40 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk; RCCW; RC1; RC2; RC3; RC4; RC5; RC6; RC7; RC8; RC9; RC10
Subject: FWD: Marick Payton (D6) Strongly Supports the Unity Map

  

  

This email has been forwarded because numerous emails were sent in support of the unity map, but were not 
received or included in the docket. We have been diligently working with the City Clerk to determine why this was the 
case. Please respond with a receipt, acknowledging this has been received. Thank you! 
 
As a San Jose resident, I 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 Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors. 
 
The San Jose Redistricting Commission is considering several draft electoral maps that could decimate our communities’ 
voices. Diluting the voices of marginalized communities would create unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! 
This cannot stand. 
 
 
I believe we need to do more than balance populations; we need to also keep and bring communities together. 
 
Yet our lawmakers are considering several other maps that will neither keep our communities whole, nor undo the 
legacies of voter suppression and redlining. The “Community Map” for example, reduces the voice of our Latinx 
community by a startling 7% in District 3 through choosing to kick predominantly historic Chicano neighborhoods like 
Washington Guadalupe, Gardner and Spartan Keyes out of the downtown. 
 
Every map under consideration by the Redistricting Commission would further suppress the voice of Latinos 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 communities by over 2% 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 and disempower these same working families in communities of color. 
 
This kind of voter suppression could drive our decision‐making for the next decade unless you join us in taking action 
today. 
 
Like many other community members in our region, I stand with the district lines drawn by civil rights and cultural 
organizations in San Jose, such as the Asian Law Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, the La Raza Roundtable, Silicon Valley 
Rising Action and the Latino Leadership Alliance. 
 
The Unity Map would would ensure that our two Asian‐majority district and our majority‐ 
minority Hispanic districts are kept intact, while also respecting the numerous communities of interest that have been 
brought up thus far as part of the independent commission’s public input process. This includes keeping Willow Glen 
together with North Willow Glen, Berryessa and Penitencia Creek, Delmas Park, Alum Rock Corridor, and more. 
 

   [External Email] 
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Additionally, I urge the Commission to adopt the Unity Map because it brings multifamily communities together along 
highway 85, in a city that is zoned more than 90% single family residential. With all the development we are seeing in 
Downtown San Jose, I especially appreciate that these lines will work to create a second downtown district. 
 
Please support the Updated San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable elections. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marick Payton 

  San Jose, CA 95128‐1102 

  

  

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

From: Neil McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 3:37 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk; RCCW; RC1; RC2; RC3; RC4; RC5; RC6; RC7; RC8; RC9; RC10
Subject: FWD: Sandra Moran (D7) Strongly Supports the Unity Map

  

  

This email has been forwarded because numerous emails were sent in support of the unity map, but were not 
received or included in the docket. We have been diligently working with the City Clerk to determine why this was the 
case. Please respond with a receipt, acknowledging this has been received. Thank you! 
 
As a San Jose resident, I 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 Black, Latino, Asian and indigenous neighbors. 
 
The San Jose Redistricting Commission is considering several draft electoral maps that could decimate our communities’ 
voices. Diluting the voices of marginalized communities would create unfair elections across San Jose for years to come! 
This cannot stand. 
 
I believe we need to do more than balance populations; we need to also keep and bring communities together. 
 
Yet our lawmakers are considering several other maps that will neither keep our communities whole, nor undo the 
legacies of voter suppression and redlining. The “Community Map” for example, reduces the voice of our Latinx 
community by a startling 7% in District 3 through choosing to kick predominantly historic Chicano neighborhoods like 
Washington Guadalupe, Gardner and Spartan Keyes out of the downtown. 
 
Every map under consideration by the Redistricting Commission would further suppress the voice of Latinos 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 communities by over 2% 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 and disempower these same working families in communities of color. 
 
This kind of voter suppression could drive our decision‐making for the next decade unless you join us in taking action 
today. 
 
Like many other community members in our region, I stand with the district lines drawn by civil rights and cultural 
organizations in San Jose, such as the Asian Law Alliance, NAACP Silicon Valley, the La Raza Roundtable, Silicon Valley 
Rising Action and the Latino Leadership Alliance. 
 
The Unity Map would would ensure that our two Asian‐majority district and our majority‐ 
minority Hispanic districts are kept intact, while also respecting the numerous communities of interest that have been 
brought up thus far as part of the independent commission’s public input process. This includes keeping Willow Glen 
together with North Willow Glen, Berryessa and Penitencia Creek, Delmas Park, Alum Rock Corridor, and more. 
 
Additionally, I urge the Commission to adopt the Unity Map because it brings multifamily communities together along 

   [External Email] 
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highway 85, in a city that is zoned more than 90% single family residential. With all the development we are seeing in 
Downtown San Jose, I especially appreciate that these lines will work to create a second downtown district. 
 
Please support the Updated San Jose Unity map, so we can chart our city on a course for fair and equitable elections. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandra Moran 

  San Jose, CA 95122‐2371 

  

  

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

From: Neil McClintick <neil.mcclintick@svraction.org>
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 3:26 PM
To: redistricting; City Clerk; RCCW; RC1; RC2; RC3; RC4; RC5; RC6; RC7; RC8; RC9; RC10
Subject: Latinx Leaders Endorse Unity Map; Data showing voter suppression D3
Attachments: Latinx Leader Letter (Voter Suppression) (1).pdf

  

  

Dear San Jose Redistricting Commission,  
 

For tonight's 11/8 Redistricting Commission special meeting, I am attaching two important 
documents in support of the San Jose Unity Map. The Unity Map coalition respectfully asks that 
Commissioners carefully review these attachments when making decisions tonight.  
 

1. A letter from prominent San Jose Latinx leaders, who have joined in support of the Unity Map, 
and to denounce any alternative maps that have the unintended consequence of voter 
suppression.  
 

2. A data analysis comparing the Unity Map to the Community map with respect to Latinx 
communities of interest within District 3. The below analysis shows the tradeoffs of each of the 
three maps (+ the Community Map 2.0) in terms of losing Latinx D3 residents. Both 3.0 and D4 
move 3/5 of the most populated Latinx neighborhoods out of D3.  
 

Current District 3 Neighborhoods, Population by Race (2020 Census), Ranked by %Latinx 

   Total Population  %White  %Latinx  %Black  %Asian 

Goodyear Mastic A B C  2169  6.69%  83.86%  1.11%  6.59% 

Washington B C  4014  7.42%  83.77%  1.48%  4.02% 

Wooster  1907  6.03%  80.39%  3.57%  8.60% 

Gardner A B C D  2964  15.74%  69.69%  1.71%  7.82% 

Tamien A B C  2435  16.06%  67.56%  2.96%  10.27% 

Roosevelt Park  3681  15.08%  65.55%  3.02%  11.65% 

Five Wounds  498  31.33%  56.63%  1.41%  7.43% 

Northside  13028  19.68%  55.20%  2.47%  17.95% 

Spartan Keyes B C  6207  17.05%  54.95%  3.59%  20.43% 

Hyde Park  D  1261  21.41%  54.24%  1.74%  18.56% 

Newhall B D  3287  17.49%  54.12%  3.41%  21.51% 

Olinder  2063  20.31%  53.13%  2.57%  19.78% 

Horace Mann  3873  21.04%  50.45%  7.07%  16.24% 

St James/Julian  1448  26.04%  49.93%  2.69%  15.88% 
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Little Portugal/Anne Darling  3011  21.36%  49.39%  0.90%  26.50% 

Delmas Park B D  6439  23.76%  46.75%  14.94%  10.11% 

Hensley  2465  30.43%  41.30%  4.34%  19.19% 

Rosemary Gardens D  1154  32.50%  38.47%  3.47%  17.85% 

Naglee Park/South Campus  16875  33.32%  37.34%  5.45%  18.28% 

Market Almaden D  1101  33.33%  32.88%  7.08%  21.07% 

Rincon South D  1967  15.71%  31.57%  7.37%  40.47% 

El Rancho Verde  6903  4.17%  30.90%  1.90%  61.07% 

Venodome D  2199  32.70%  30.79%  4.23%  24.06% 

Japantown  3770  27.20%  30.50%  3.77%  31.64% 

St James  1192  31.46%  29.36%  4.45%  28.61% 

Downtown Association D  7661  32.48%  25.01%  6.07%  30.84% 

     
Source: 2020 Census, US Census Bureau; Neighborhood and Business Association Data, City of San 
Jose, Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement, Analyzed by Silicon Valley Rising 
Action 
A Moved from D3 in Community Map 3.0       
B Moved from D3 in Community Map 2.0       
C Moved from D3 in Map D4        
D Moved by the Revised Unity Map      

 
 

  

  

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