
ATTACHMENT B 

(Correspondences Received by Committee) 



Linda Andal 

From: Jeff Karish 
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:29 PM 
To: Linda Andal; District Committee 
Subject: Concerns Re: Elections / District Committee Meeting 

To the Hon. Committee members and staff- 

After watching the first archived online meeting on Friday, I would like to share several thoughts in the 
hope that they could lead to improvements in the process, for yourselves and for my fellow residents. 

1) Yes I said FRIDAY, (NO mistake) and YES the Meeting was held on TUESDAY. Try as i MIGHT 
on Tuesday, I could NOT ACCESS the LIVE version that was implied in prior publicity.- There was 
NO LINK POSTED to the live meeting on the meeting day - WHY WAS THAT? A call to the Clerks 
office the following morning gave NO ASSURANCE that anything more than delayed archives would 
be available for future meetings. WHY IS THAT? 
Video facilities EXIST IN CHAMBERS and PROVIDE streaming coverage for EVERY council 
Meeting, and have EVEN been used for REMOTE council meetings (Which were Discontinued 
WITHOUT FURTHER EXPLANATION about 2 years ago !) So it seems to be a question of WILL, 
and NOT a question of ABILITY! Several of the public commenters at the first meeting bemoaned the 
low turnout, and one commenter ASKED about outreach for transportation-challenged residents 
WOULDN'T live streaming be a component of that? (BTVV besides easing family and work conflicts, 
DOES that ALSO improve ADA compliance?) 

Does the City bother to COUNT live streaming attendance of Council meetings? SHOULDN'T it FIND 
OUT? 

Does the City know the physical and demogrphic reach of CH3 usage for live meeting participation? 
Shouldn't it FIND OUT, since Cable is a CITY FRANCHISE ????? And Cable ADS are used to 
PUBLICISE both THESE MEETINGS and others !!! WHAT is the RETURN on our AD $$$? 

I HOPE you will remedy the absence of live online access for future meetings. 

Secondly, after viewing the slide of the "checkerboarded" Blocks" City Map, I would like to suggest an 
addition that may help define perception of future tentative divisions. 
I believe it would be helpful to have SHADED OVERLAYS on ALL maps of population density 
gradients (in monochrome) under the existing colored "blocks" . WHY ? Anyone living here can 
probably tick off on their fingers the LARGE COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL and MUNICIPAL AREAS 
that are NON -RESIDENTIAL, whose SIZE would probably be a NATURAL BARRIER to 
neighborhood congurence, for example, the Resort Area and adjacent Industrial, East Anaheim 
Industrial Area, Anaheim Plaza and adjacent 1-5 Fwy Industrial, Dad Miller Golf course, Magnolia/La 
Palma industrial, and similar areas. These are INVISIBLE and assumed homogenous on the "blocks" 
maps. Further, Many West Anaheim areas have SHARP density differences with large multiunits 
ABUTTING Single family residential. If you need proof that these are NOT homogenous, I refer you to 
view tapes of the MANY Council hearings on (PREPETUALLY INCREASING I) Parking Districts! 
While showing population Density gradients are not of themselvs boundary definitions, they may 
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provide context for determining some. (Perhaps they will have DUAL USE for later analysis of parking 
problems! ) The current unicolor blocks are misleading by comparison. 

I do not envy you the task ahead. The city's physcal linearity would seem to ease the solution, while 
(except for the Hills) the diffusion of economics and demographics seem to complicate it. My 
preferred prescription of "Cumulative Voting" got little attention, and NO ballot space, so we are left to 
play the cards in hand until frustration again forces (re)action. Best wishes on the road ahead. I hope 
these suggestions are constructive. 

Regards, - J.K.- 
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Linda Andai 

From: Theresa Bass on behalf of District Committee 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 8:35 AM 
To: 'LRAGB _ 
Cc: Linda Andal 
Subject: RE: A suggestion 

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been received and will be provided to the Committee 
Members and committee staff 

Theresa Bass, CMC 
Assistant City Clerk 
City of Anaheim 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #217 
Anaheim, CA 92805 

Email: tbass@anaheim.net  
Phone: (714) 765-5166 
Fax: (714) 765-4105 

To learn more about Anaheim's 
kindness initiatives, visit 
anaheim.net/kindness  

From: LRAGB [mailto:LRAGB( 
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 1:32 PM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: A suggestion 

Instead of having to start from scratch, you might want to look at the districts 
created by the Anaheim Union High School District. Even though our city extends 
further East than the AUHSD and the Western boundaries of the AUHSD are not in 
Anaheim, this would be a place to start and amend as you do your research. Just a 
suggestion. 

Linda Barnett 
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Linda Andal 

From: District Committee 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:41 AM 
To: Theresa Bass; Linda Andal 
Subject: FW: Community response to community input plan 
Attachments: Community outreach letter 150520.pdf 

From: Ann Werboff 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:41:01 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: District Committee 
Cc: Miguel Hernandez; Julio Perez; Jenny Seon; Mary Anne Foo; Joyce Cottage; Belinda Escobosa Helzer; Brendan 
Hamme; Martin Lopez 
Subject: Community response to community input plan 

Dear Committee Members 

Attached please find a letter from community organizations and members regarding the City's process for 
eliciting community input. 

Thank you, 
Ann Werboff 

****************************************** 

Ann M. Werboff 
Executive Director 
OCCORD 
13252 Garden Grove Blvd, Suite 204 
Garden Grove CA 92843 
714-621-0919 x 11(office) 

awerboff occord.org  
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May 20, 2015 

Dear Chair Wallin, Vice Chair Sundvold and Committee Members Jackson, Thrasher and Wieben 
Stock, 

We, the undersigned, represent community, labor, faith-based, Latino and Asian/Pacific 
Islander organizations in Anaheim. Collectively, our organizations work in communities 
throughout Anaheim and have the ability to communicate with approximately 30,000 Anaheim 
residents. 

We are pleased to hear that the Commission sees the role of community input as vital to the 
process of drawing the new district boundary lines, especially as Anaheim is a very large and 
diverse city. In order to fully and fairly represent the people of Anaheim, the Districting 
Commission needs to extend its efforts to engage with the community beyond what was 
presented at the first meeting of the Districting Commission. We strongly urge you to take into 
consideration the following recommendations. 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 

1. LOCATION - The City should hold meetings in locations all across the City, not just at City Hall. 

Since many community members have limited time or transportation options, it is critical that 
the public meetings be held at community centers, libraries, schools and congregations in 
South, East, West, North and Central Anaheim. These locations should be not only 
geographically diverse, but ADA compliant and convenient to those who use public transit. 
Community members want to participate in the districting process so making the meetings 
easily accessible will increase their opportunities to participate. 

2. MEETING TIMES - Meetings should be scheduled for different days and at different times. 

Many community members have busy schedules in which they need to coordinate family, job, 
school, and other commitments. For this reason, meetings should be held at different times in 
the evening, afternoon, and on weekends, so that all people are able to attend. 

3. NUMBER OF MEETINGS - The City should hold more than three meetings at all stages of the 
process, especially before drafting initial map options. 

The commission should hold, at minimum, one community meeting in each area of the city — 
West, South, Central, North and East— in each round of public meetings. Therefore, the 



commission would be holding, at minimum, two meetings in each section of the city. The first 
to gather information on communities of interest and the second to get community feedback 
on proposed maps. 

Other cities' processes can serve as useful models here. For example, the Escondido Districting 
Commission held 19 meetings: six hearings to receive comments from the public before the 
drawing of draft maps, two meetings in which the Districting Commission drew draft maps in 
front of the public with the assistance of a hired demographer, three hearings to receive 
comments from the public after the drawing of draft maps, and eight public meetings 
throughout the process in which the Commission conducted other business, such as setting a 
budget, evaluating demographer bids, and hiring contractors for translation services. 

Similarly, the San Diego Redistricting Commission held 35 public hearings before the drawing of 
draft maps, including two introductory hearings, one widely publicized pre-mapping hearing in 
each City Council district, and a number of hearings downtown. The Commission then held 
nine hearings after the drawing of draft maps, five in various neighborhoods and four located 
downtown. These meetings, in combination with vigorous community outreach efforts, were 
instrumental in driving community input, with well over 2,000 people in attendance and over 
800 people providing public comment. 

OUTREACH 

The City also needs to redouble its outreach efforts and think creatively about how to notify 
community members. There was a small turnout at the May 12th  meeting because email 
notification barely reached anyone. Even former members of the Citizen's Advisory 
Commission were not notified of the meeting. 

The City's efforts to date seems to have concentrated heavily on web-based outreach methods, 
which exclude a sizeable portion of the community and those whose voices most need to be 
heard in this process. We recognize that the City has considered other means of community 
outreach, including direct mailers and television and magazine ads, it is essential that these 
efforts occur from the outset of the process in order to draw attention to these critical early 
meetings. 

Moreover, the City should think creatively about how to get in touch with its residents. 
One way to do this would be to partner with neighborhood associations, community 
organizations, religious congregations, etc. to reach out to people. Our organizations would be 
happy to assist in this effort. 

Thank you for your consideration. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ann 
Werboff, Executive Director, OCCORD at awerbaff@occord.org  or 714-621-0919 ext 11. 



Sincerely, 

Bob Cerince 
OC Congregation Community Organization 
(OCCCO) Board Member & Anaheim Resident 

Mary Anne Foo 
Executive Director, Orange County Asian 
Pacific Islander Community Alliance(OCAPICA) 

Rev. Sarah Halverston 
Clergy and Laity United for Economic 
Justice Orange County (CLUE-0C) Board Chair 

Martin Lopez 
UNITE HERE Local 11 & Anaheim Resident 

Julio Perez 
Executive Director 
Orange County Labor Federation  

Belinda Escobosa HeIzer 
Director, Orange County & Inland Empire 
Offices, ACLU of Southern California 

Q"---- 
Jenny Seon 
Interim Executive Director 
Korean Resource Center 

a,,,fil Lek 
Ann M. Werboff 
Executive Director 
Orange County Communities Organized for 
Responsible Development (OCCORD) 



Linda Andal 

From: Linda Andel 
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:25 AM 
To: 'wallinpond 'James Jackman 

'ssundvoldi 'Thomas Thrasher 
Stock 

Cc: Michael Houston; 'Ben de Mayo'; 'Justin M Levitt 
Theresa Bass 

Subject: Submitted Map Received From Public 
Attachments: J.R. Duron-version 3 FINAL-060215.xls 

'Nancy Wieben 

; Jennifer L. Hall; 

Committee Members, 

Attached is a copy of the final map received from Mr. Duron this morning at 6:27 a.m., after the posting and distribution 
of the agenda. Although his first map has since been revised (final attached), the below email is being forwarded 
together with his final map for purposes of forwarding his comments related to his map. 

All maps submitted by the public are available for viewing on the designated districting webpage at 
www.anaheim.net/districts  (they can be accessed clicking the tab "Districting Tools/Maps" AND "Documents." 

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to email or call me at 714-765-5444. 

Thank you. 
Linda 

From: James Duron 
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 6:28:50 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: District Committee 
Subject: A Single community-based District Proposal 

Your Honors, 

I submit to you a district parcel proposal of my distinctive neighborhood. In my first attempt to outline my 
neighborhood, much to my surprise, that I was able to meet the criteria in fairness and balance reflecting the U.S. 
Census racial data, and all within the confines of existing natural boundaries. Also maintaining a population count well 
within the 5% tolerance. 

I do sincerely hope you give my proposal an honest appraisal. 

Thank you all for your civic efforts. 

Regards, 

James R. Duron 

1 



Tot. Plan Deviation: 100.1% 
Ideal Population: 56,044 

Sums by District Assigned 

City of Anaheim Public Participation Kit 
James R. /.-.)u.ron 

DISTRICT 1 2 , 3 
Total Population 56,084 

Hispanic 2010 28,346 50.5% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 
Non-Hispanic White 13,358 23.8% - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 

Asian 11,843 21.1% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 
Other 2,537 , 4.5%,  - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 

Voting Age Population 41,068 
Hisp. VAP 18,266 44.5% - #DIV/0! #DIV/01 

NH White VAP 11,578 28.2% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 
NH Asian YAP 9,389 22.9% #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 

Other YAP 1,835 4.5% - #DIV/01 - #DIV/01 
2009-2013 Spec. Tab. CVAP 31,221 

ST Hisp. CVAP 9,772 31.3% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 
ST NH White CVAP 12,166 39.0% #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 

ST Asian CVAP 
y 7,682 24.6% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 

2009-2013 ACS Tot. CVAP 31,287 
ACS Hisp. CVAP 9,587 30.6% #DIV/01 - #DIV/0! 

ACS NH White CVAP 12,114 38.7% - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 
ACS NH Asian CVAP 7,624 24.4% #DIV/0! - _ #DIV/0! 

Deviation by District 1 2 3 
Difference 40 (56,044) (56,044) 
Pct. Dev. 0.1% -100.0% -100.0% 



4 5 6 Unassigned Total 
- 280,181 336,265 

#DIV/0! - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 149,121 53.2% 177,467 52.8% 
- #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 79,004 28.2% 92,362 27.5% 
- #DIV/0! #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 40,289 14.4% 52,132 15.5% 
- #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 11,767 4.2% 14,304 4.3% 

203,280 244,348 
- #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 96,530 47.5% 114,796 47.0% 
- #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 66,373 32.7% 77,951 31.9% 

#DIV/0! - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 31,746 15.6% 41,135 16.8% 
- #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 8,631 4.2% 10,466 4.3% 

150,358 181,579 
- #DIV/0! #DIV/0! - #DIV/01 53,215 35.4% 62,988 34.7% 

#DIV/01 - #DIV/01 #DIV/01 64,707 43.0% 76,874 42.3% 
#DIV/0! - #DIV/01 - #DIV/0! 24,351 16.2% 32,033 17.6% 

- - 154,651 185,938 
- #DIV/0! #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 54,021 34.9% 63,608 34.2% 
- #DIV/01 - #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 64,586 41.8% 76,700 41.3% 
- #DIV/0! #DIV/0! - #DIV/0! 25,111 16.2% 32,734 17.6% 

4 5 6 
(56,044) (56,044) (56,044) 
-100.0% -100.0% -100.0% 



Linda Andal 

From: Lampshire, Cathy 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:06 PM 
To: Linda Andal 
Subject: RE: Districting questions 

Thank you, Linda. 

Cathy Lampshire 

From: Linda Andal [mailto:landaManaheim.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:15 PM 
To: Lampshire, Cathy 
Cc Linda Andal 
Subject: RE: Districting questions 

Ms. Lampshire, 

Thank you for using our online system to ask questions. We appreciate your interest and participation. 

Your questions should be addressed to the committee, as a whole, during a public meeting. Our committee of retired 
judges may have different opinions on these topics and the Brown Act Open Meetings Law does not allow the 
Committee to speak to this process as a body, other than at a public meeting. Your email will be forwarded to the 
Committee. 

If you have any additional questions regarding the process or anything that I may be able to answer, please don't 
hesitate to call or email me directly at landal@anaheim.net  or 714-765-5166. 

Sincerely, 

Linda 

Linda Andal; C91C 
City ark 
City ofAnaheim 
200 S. Anaheim Orvel. 
Anaheim, CA 92805 
teL 714.765.5166 
fa,v 714.765.4105 
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To learn more about Anaheim's 
kindness initiatives, visit 
anaheim.net/kindness   

From: Lannpshire, Cathy 
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 8:20 PM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: Districting questions 

Honorable Judges, 

I have two questions regarding the re-districting maps I would like to ask. 

1) What are the pros and cons of placing a high school in each district? 

2) Why is it important to divide the resort area up and attempt to place it in different districts? 

I have heard several citizens at the televised meetings mention these two items and maps have been submitted involving 
these issues. But I have not heard the reasons why some people feel these things are important for the maps. 

Thank you for your explanations. 

Cathy Lampshire 

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED 
AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE 
UNDER APPLICABLE LAWS. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent 
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, 
distribution, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify the sender immediately by email or telephone, and delete the original message immediately, Thank 
you. 
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Linda Andal 

From: gcaugh 
Sent: Saturday, August 22, 2015 5:18 AM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: Please consider my map, it meets the requirements was submitted on time and is 

accurate representation of community interest. 

Dear Honorable Judges, 

I saw the redistricting meeting on TV at the city hall. The heard said that they 
would not consider any map that someone did not show at city meeting. I was not 
aware that was a consideration that I had to show up to a meeting to get my map 
considered. I gave the map and the rationale for the map and sent in the 
rationale and the rationale was not posted with the map. Why? Also, my map is 
very close to Oscar Reyes's map but the tolerances are closer to the requirement 
of equal distribution and are more precise of community interest and have at 
least two Hispanic majority populations, albeit not being the basis of the 
distribution. I would like my map considered as it is reasonable and within the 
bounds of the requirements. I am more concerned about my area district 5 that 
it's interests are represented and not commingled with other areas that have 
different concerns because it is not more white, as 1 am white. I am not trying 
to create a racial divide. If I am expected to be at a meeting to be considered, 
please let me know and where to show up formally. A lot of thought and time went 
into the map and it is well distributed and am willing to discuss it anytime. 
Please consider the Caughman Map 1 

Thanks, 

Gil 

1 



Linda Andal 

From: gcaugh 
Sent: Saturday, August 22, 2015 5:54 AM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: rationale for Caughman Map 1 
Attachments: Hi Redistricting Committee.doc 

Dear Honorable Judges, 

I have posted a map called Caughman Map 1 that I would like considered. Please 
include this rationale during your deliberations. I fell it meets the criteria 
and has all the elements of interest. More importantly, I think it most closely 
represents all communities of interest. Very similar to the Oscar Reyes map but I 
feel that it is more precise to the communities and their interests and meets the 
tolerances more precisely with at least two Hispanic districts majority, albeit 
not the focus on these maps. This is a make sense map. 

Thanks for your support, 

Gil 



Hi Redistricting Committee, 

Here is some of the rationale for Caughman Map 1 districting, 

District 1 Has the second largest Asian population and the have an interest in there 
immediate area and their sphere of influence on what is going to be West Orange County 
and West Anaheim as a spill over. This is good to me because there is a lot of opportunity 
with the younger Asian population and the culture appears anyway to be pretty 
homogenous as they are interested in affordable single family residences and improving 
beach Blvd consistent with the neighboring communities. It's a great opportunity for the 
people to improve the properties and to develop an up and coming area. 

District 2 for me is a fall out because it is the least understood area. What I do notice is a 
very high density area mixed in with single family houses and Dad Miller Golf course. 
There are some very nice homes in that area and some newer planned communities. 34% 
make between 75 and 200k a year. This area is mostly houses. Like a huge bedroom 
community. This area has the largest Asian population in the town and is very close to 
Cerritos and Buena Park. They have a sphere of influence on the West and north side, 
Fullerton and such. They may want to influence improvements to Euclid and the 
shopping areas there that seem to be floundering. 

District 3 This area is mostly the resort district who are the greatest stake holders on what 
happens to the resort community and should have representation. This has the largest 
Hispanic population not withstanding that all districts with exception of District 6 have a 
majority Hispanic. But the Hispanics who don't have a huge say have a huge stake on 
what happens to the resort and should have representation to make sure the community 
around Disney and the convention center have a vote. This in includes mostly the resort 
and convention area and the population who support the resort and some single family 
residences but mostly apartments. 

District 4 This area encompasses the colony and all of if not most of the historic areas. 
This area has the largest Hispanic Population and is not tied directly to the resort. These 
are hard working home owners and apartments mixed high density with older homes. 
This is the basic old town city hall and two historic parks to include the La Palma park 
that could expand to greater things. The people in this area living here because of the 
historic nature, love the city and want to preserve the culture of Anaheim, and they are 
doing a wonderful job. There are a lot of opportunities north of La Palma, and knowing 
some of the people there, the future would be bright. Ideas could be, improve Anaheim 
Blvd north. What a opportunity to preserve the down town feel of that area to like 
downtown Pasadena, Claremont, Orange or Fullerton then to tie that into La Palma park 
and Pearson Park, beautiful historic homes on the north side of the colony. So much can 
be done to make downtown it's own destination. Additionally, as the population matures 
they will want to be closer to amenities and closer to shops and higher density homes 
with home ownership combined with the younger professional. HUGE Potential. These 
residences know this best and now can influence this. 



District 5 This area is not your average working class of people who live here as I heard 
mention. This is the area that is aside from Anaheim Hills is the most educated 
and highest paid professional in the lower city area. These folks are/ where people 
like the ex Chief of Police, firemen, nurses, ex-ray techs who work for Kaiser, 
professionals who work in the canyon, Project Managers who work for Aerospace 
companies who make 6 figures or more to include software programmers. This 
also includes Entrepreneurs who have major catering business in the local 
community or Engineers / professionals who work in internet companies or work 
in the Beach communities or LA as to why they live in a what was a nice 
bedroom community part of Anaheim that offered large lots and swimming pools 
and large single floor modern homes, hardwood floors and 50's to 70's design, 
easy commuting and close to everything in any direction. Close to Orange, Close 
to Fullerton, Anaheim Hills, the canyon and the entertainment venues. With the 
overrunning of apartment dwellers is loosing it's appeal. Also, many of the people 
here work in the canyon and as the canyon transforms will be "maybe" desirable. 
I would not live anywhere else in Anaheim, It would scare me too much. That 
said all of the people who were displaced from the Canyon, the original Anaheim 
families have relocated to this area from where Boeing and Rockwell used to be 
when the floods took over Miller avenue which later was supported by the 
reservoirs which became the Canyon. This was farmland and those families where 
from the original habitants to Anaheim which has a high concentration of Senior 
Citizens in their 70, 80 and 90's who are still vibrant and walk around and are a 
big part of this District. This is quickly shrinking as the younger professionals 
with smaller families with young children move in. For each surviving senior or 
up and coming professional that leaves for "nicer" places does young families 
move in. with one or two kids. Also in this area are the Stadium, Artie, Platinum 
Triangle and Honda Center. Since the Resort district is west of the Platinum 
Triangle and stadiums, south of the tile alley North of the block the area that has 
the greatest stake are the homes just north which is East of State College, North of 
Katella, West of River, I think this makes sense. I think that the folks who live in 
this area are the best equipped to influences what happens to the platinum triangle 
and the stadium, Not once have I heard of a life cycle cost estimate when the city 
council made decisions about the transit line that would tie the triangle stadium 
area to the resort district. They compared ground transportation trolley cars to 
overhead rail as if they both had the same capabilities. One is not better than bus 
lines while the other has huge functional capabilities that were over looked. 
Intuitively they knew what would be right but could not intellect why. They 
simply don't have the work experience and knowledge base. Additional signs on 
how they negotiated with the Angel Stadium decision. Both sides failed. 
Additionally, the Platinum Triangle should have gone back to the drawing board 
and the business case changed. TOO many apartments and not enough ownership 
and it's future is going to be that of the South Central of the Coliseum. Perhaps 
some of the decisions got the Angels to explore punching out while they can. 
Loosing the Angels might not be all that, but loosing the venue might hurt. Look 



at the forum and look how they are now managing it. I am not sure though I 
would not want to listen to a Boeing 747 fly over me while listening to a game. 
Think Destination. 

District 6 are the most educated, highest paid in the city. Most of the houses are 
on mello-roos or HOA and all of the resources are either provided by the 
associations or are paid for from the mello-roos. This area has mostly newer high 
end homes large tracks of homogenous properties horse trails and parks and golf 
courses. They are less knowledgeable and concerned about beatification because 
if you want that just move to the canyon. Why not pay HOA and live in two story 
homes, when the kids move out we will sell because we will be too old to climb 
them stairs and will have to move for the next no deposit no return cookie cutter 
homes. Just some opinion intermixed. 

I think that this provides a good balance between the communities and interest. 

I personally think that districting was bad for the city because each area will only 
be concerned about their district and will be responsible to the district that put 
them in City Counsel. Cities like Pomona went districting and the city went to 
hell. You can't even drive down the streets and it is not safe for a number of 
reasons. At least in this proposal there is some balance and the city as a whole can 
actually be better for it if these special interests are actually actualized. 

Sincerely 

Gil Caughman. 



Linda Andal 

From: Linda Andal 
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 1:40 PM 
To: 'Edward Wallin ; 'Stephen Sundvold 

"James Jackman 
'nancywiebenstock Intucla( 

Cc: 'Ben de Mayo'; 'Justin M Levitt ; Theresa Bass 
Subject: FW: rationale for Caughman Map 1 
Attachments: Please consider my map, it meets the requirements was submitted on time and is 

accurate representation of community interest.; CAUGHMAN_REV_080515.pdf 

Honorable Committee Members, 

I am in receipt of two emails addressed to you from Mr. Gilbert Caughman and am 
forwarding them to you for your information. Below is one email received, as 
well as my response, as it relates to his submitted map. 

Also attached is another email he sent that speaks briefly to his map. I've 
attached his submitted draft map, summary, and statistical analysis for your easy 
review/access. 

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call or email me. 

Thank you 
Linda 

Original Message  
From: Linda Andal 
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 12:59 PM 
To: igcaugh 
Subject: FW: rationale for Caughman Map 1 

Mr. Caughman, 

The Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts is in receipt of your emails sent 
August 22, including your written rationale. The Committee has already received 
the summary of your proposal as well as the maps and statistical analysis, which 
was included in the agenda packet for the August 19 meeting and posted online at 
http://www.anaheim.net/images/articles/4823/AGENDA/AGENDA  081915.pdf. 

We encourage you or someone representing you to attend the upcoming Committee 
meeting at Western High School on August 26 at 6:30 p.m. to further support, 
discuss, and respond to questions relating to your proposal. The Committee has 
not finalized any recommendation and continues to receive testimony on any and 
all maps. If you cannot attend, we will provide the Committee with any further 
written statement you wish to submit. 
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I look forward to seeing you or your representative at our next meeting. 

Sincerely, 

Linda 

Linda Andal, CMC 
City Clerk 
City of Anaheim 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. 
Anaheim, CA 92805 
tel: 714.765.5166 
fax: 714.765.4105 

To learn more about Anaheim's 
kindness initiatives, visit 
anaheim.net/kindness  

Original Message  
From: gcaugh  
Sent: Saturday, August ZL, 015 5:54 AM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: rationale for Caughman Map 1 

Dear Honorable Judges, 

I have posted a map called Caughman Map 1 that I would like considered. Please 
include this rationale during your deliberations. I fell it meets the criteria 
and has all the elements of interest. More importantly, I think it most closely 
represents all communities of interest. Very similar to the Oscar Reyes map but I 
feel that it is more precise to the communities and their interests and meets the 
tolerances more precisely with at least two Hispanic districts majority, albeit 
not the focus on these maps. This is a make sense map. 

Thanks for your support, 

Gil 
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Linda Andal 

From: Linda Andal 
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 11:36 AM 
To: 'wailin 'jackrnan ; 'ssundvold 

'tntucla 'nancywiebenstock 
Cc: Theresa Bass 
Subject: Communiation received from LULAC 8/26/15 meeting - Zeke Hernandez (FW: 

Consideration of LULAC Map for Anaheim By-District Electoral Process) 

Honorable Committee Members, 

Below is an email addressed to you, received from Zeke Hernandez, LULAC. 

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call me; my response is also included below. 

From: Linda Andal 
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 11:10 AM 
To: 'Zeke Hernandez'; 'Ben de Mayo'; 'Justin M. Levitt' 
Cc: 'Art Montez1 ; 'Matthew Barragan' 
Subject: RE: Consideration of LULAC Map for Anaheim By-District Electoral Process 

Mr. Hernandez, 

Thank you for your email. The Committee has not made any final decisions on which plan or plans to recommend to the 
City Council. The Committee continues to accept written and public testimony on all maps. We encourage your 
continued participation and look forward to seeing Mr. Montez (and you) at tonight's meeting, August 26 @ 6:30 p.m. at 
Western High School, cafeteria. All maps will be available for viewing. 

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call or email me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda 

Linda Andaf, oiC 
City Ckrk 
City of Anaheim 
200 S. Anaheim Bliid 
Anaheim, CA 92805 
teL 714.765.5166 
fax; 714.765.4105 



To learn more about Anaheim's 
kindness initiatives, visit 
anaheim.net/kindness  

From: Zeke Hernandez 
Sent: Wednesday, August 2b, ZU1.5 1Z;(1d AM 
To: Linda Andal; Ben de Mayo; Justin M. Levitt; District Committee 
Cc: Art Montez; Matthew Barragan 
Subject: Consideration of LULAC Map for Anaheim By-District Electoral Process 

August 25, 2015 

To: Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts 

Above all, on behalf of the League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC), we extend a heartfelt 
gratitude to the members of the Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts for their service to the city 
and the residents of Anaheim. 

Mr. Montez and I were simply unable to attend the August 19 meeting and we offer our regrets as to 
our inability to attend this meeting. 

I have viewed the video of this meeting and we are thankful that Committee Chairperson Wallin 
expressed 
his inclination to include the submitted LULAC Map #1 for the final round of consideration, even 
though he decided to exclude the LULAC map in the final moments of the meeting because we were 
absent. 

While we were unable to attend the August 19 meeting, it was a big surprise to us that the committee 
did 
make a decision to narrow the submitted maps down to a number of four (4) or five (5). 

It must be noted that the agenda for the August 19 did not have as an agenda item -- the selection 
of finalist maps for future consideration by the committee. This is particularly surprising considering 
that the committee has three remaining community meetings scheduled for community input. 

This request is being respectfully submitted to the committee: That the committee consider that 
additional 
map(s) be included in the final rounds of community meetings including the September 16 meeting to 
be held at City Council Chambers. This consideration and decision can be made at the committee's 
August 25 meeting. 

In addition, that the committee come to an agreement that it would make a final determination at the 
September 16, with specifying the criteria for map selections at its September 8 meeting. 

We would also like to provide a narrative for the LULAC map - which is included below and as an 
attachment. 
Mr. Montez will providing his public comments relating to this at the August 25 meeting. 

Respectfully, 
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Zeke Hernandez 
President 
Santa Ana LULAC #147 
League of United Latin American Citizens 

vvww.LULAC.org  (National) 

League of United Latin American Citizens 
Santa Ana LULAC Council #147 

Established: National - 1929 I Santa Ana - 1946 
Orange County LULAC District #1 

PO Box 1810, Santa Ana, CA 92702-1810 

August 19, 2015 
Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts 
City of Anaheim 
200 South Anaheim Boulevard 
Anaheim, California 92805 
Hon. Chairman and Committee Members 
The League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC) has submitted two maps on behalf of 
California LULAC and presented by Mr. Arturo Montez, Santa Ana LULAC Council #147 Public Policy 
Director and also a member of California's LULAC statewide by-district committee. 
The two maps being submitted by LULAC provides the advisory committee panel with the best 
possible scenarios to uphold the integrity of the city's protected class of community and does not 
maliciously divide any communities of interest within the city of Anaheim. 
We continue to bring to your attention for transparency purposes - LULAC has submitted Maps #1 
and #2 with the technical assistance by the Mexican American Legal and Educational Defense Fund 
(MALDEF), and we thank them for this assistance. 
At this time, LULAC is providing a sketch narrative for the submitted maps, and this is provided 
below. 
Respecffully Submitted, 
/s/ Zeke Hernandez 
Executive Board Member, California LULAC 
and President, Santa Ana LULAC #147 
/s/ Arturo Montez 
Public Policy Director 
Santa Ana LULAC #147 
League of United Latin American Citizens 

DISTRICT #1 

- Area is low to medium income, blue collar working class neighborhoods. 
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— Western High in District. 

— Area has lowest academic performance in AUHSD. 

— Has highest homeless population in city (e.g., lack of libraries, recreation centers). 

— Area has long been neglected by City. No city council members live in district. 

— Homeowners associations have appeared before council many times with grievances - basically been ignored. 

— Has Anaheim Youth Center, Dan Miller Golf Course, and Tiger Woods Center. 

— Housing - large number of apartments along major thoroughfares; blue-collar housing. 

— High federal reduced lunch program for students. 

— Has youth population with high minority, immigrant, and transient sectors. They have not had any representation on 

council for at least half-century. 

— Has large emerging Asian population (north of 5 and south of 91). 

Has two (2) schools in city boundaries, and within Centralia School District. 

DISTRICT #2 

— Takes in Resort Area (Disneyland, California Adventure, Convention Center, great number of hotels. 

— Low income population, high immigrant, which includes many residents who service the resort area amenities and 

who are renters. 

— 90% of students attending schools are on lunch program. 

— Out of 26 school in Anaheim City School District, it has bottom-tier of those schools. 

— Area is very diverse, includes Little Arabia business area. 

DISTRICT #3  

— Area has most diverse population in social and economic sectors. 

— Encompasses high-end single-family homes and multiple family apartments. 

— Includes Anaheim Plaza. 

— Has high Latino home ownership & high voting patterns, which includes The Colony. 
Maintains highest voting turnout numbers. 

— Efforts made to include the whole of The Colony, while maintaining compliance 

with Section 2 deviations. 

DISTRICT #4 

— Is lower Y2  southern portion of city along the 22 freeway. Is adjacent to 22, 57 freeways and the 
Santa Ana River. 
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- Area has the most geographic man-made features, as well as geological features (river). 

- Includes sites as: Angels Stadium, Honda Center, and ARCTIC (transportation center). 

- On the north side, has mid-high level homes - owner-occupied. 

- In the west/south, the area has mixed housing and also well-to-do neighborhoods. 

- On the east side, the population is blue-collar, middle income; mixed with homeowners & renters. 

- Also, on the west side the population is more immigrant, renters, and low-income. 

- Vacant infill for Platinum Triangle area. 

- 50-90% of students are on federal reduced lunch program (depending on where they reside). 

- Has long been neglected by City in favor of developers and special interests. 

DISTRICT #5  

- Balance of The Colony is in this District (fringe area) - due to adhering to Section 2 VR Act guidelines and CVRA. 

- Takes in mixed area along the Santa Ana River, 91 freeway, and canyon communities. 

- Ranges from low to moderate income areas (canyon area). 

DISTRICT #6 

- Area has enjoyed all the amenities due to friendly representation on city council. This is reflected in the condition of 

infra-structure - streets, neighborhoods, over-abundance of libraries, fire stations, and having highest residency of 
elected officials. 
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Linda Andal 

From: gcaugh 
Sent: Thursday, August 27, 2015 11:37 PM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: point of view on this map choosing process. 

Dear Justin and Honorable judges, 

Thank-you for service and for the great job you're doing on the redistricting 
deliberations and map selection, but I have a few comments on the process so far. 
I presented my map and when I did I felt cut short. I must I have go over my 
minutes but I felt I was deliberately cut strictly to my time. I was kinda in 
shock that it went 5 minutes. In fact it was stated that by the representation 
for the Oscar Reyes map that you had already personally concluded that this map 
would be your choice. Then after my presentation of the map several people 
continued to express there appreciation for the Reyes 2 map and spend several 
minutes over their time. Each presenter after me spent more and more time and was 
not cut off for their over-time. I would think with a map with the statistics as 
precise to the requirement as was mine and some of the others that you would have 
wanted testimony from the person or persons with other maps that were submitted. 
I was a little taken back when it was said that if someone who submitted a map 
did not show up to the committee meeting, then their map should not be considered 
and then when I show up the map wasn't really considered when showing up. This 
wasted my time frankly. If you weren't going to consider other maps, that 
statement should not have been made or that action really considered in that 
light. The second point is, when I talked to Justin I asked him why the city 
would not consider even talking about my map given the precision of the map and 
the fact that there were three districts near 50% or greater with Citizen voting 
of Hispanics and admonished me that I only had one area that had citizen voting 
of 50$ or greater and compared it to Reyes map stating the it had two but when it 
was shown to me it only had one. That map had 51, 47 and 44 and mine had 54, 44 
and 43. I would say these numbers were pretty close not even enough deviation to 
mention it in that light. I would say the Oscar Reyes map is not closer than my 
map insofar as meeting two citizen voting districts of 50% or better. So third 
point is, you do the city no justice in trying to come up with a map that gets 
two majority districts with Hispanic voting majority if it does not fairly 
represent the city's other demographics like location, income bracket, types of 
neighborhoods, where people shop, similarity of properties and family styles 
regardless of race. If getting the majorities your trying to achieve violates 
common sense and the percentages between contiguous areas as they are, then it is 
not possible and the assertions made in the lawsuit does not hold water. I think 
it is more important to be true to the neighborhoods and districts particularly 
when you are meeting deviations of less than 1 percentage with districts as large 
as 55k. My map, although not chosen should have received some consideration 
because it carries all of the platinum triangle and puts a very high 
concentration of Hispanic apartments with the colony that serves it and separates 
it from district 5 which is largely of single family residence, although one 
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correction could be to include Anna Dr. with the colony as well. I also had more 
most of little Arabia represented in my map, but 1 would take the suggestion as 
was made by a citizen from that community as to move some of district two into 
district one to enclose all of little Arabia. I hope that you could consider 
some of these distinctions in your final cut. All said out of the that three 
maps selected only the Reyes 2 maps even comes close to making sense for the 
city. I would take the Reyes map and make tweaks that make sense based on input 
you are receiving. 

Thanks Gil 
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Linda Andal 

From: gcaugh 
Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 1:45 AM 
To: District Committee 
Subject: Fwd: point of view on this map choosing process. 
Attachments: point of view on this map choosing process. 

Hi Justin and Honorable Judges, 

I had a chance to look at the video and found what 1 had thought to be true. I 
was interrupted at less than 2 minutes into the presentation to have to explain 
that this was my map that I was talking about when I stated that to begin with, 
Within ten seconds I inferred that this was my map and why I again 1 choice these 
districts and that I didn't get there by using the Reyes map. Then had to waste 
20 seconds to explain that this was my map but was not looked at last time 
because I was not present at the meeting not withstanding that I was not informed 
that this was a requirement to be there for my map to be considered as it was not 
written anywhere that this was a decision factor. Four minutes into the 
presentation I was told to wrap it up. I remember I started getting nervous and 
my knees buckling because my train of thought was interrupted from the first 
interruption. By the second interruption i was having a hard time standing as I 
am not a public speaker. At four minutes in 1 was interrupted again to explain to 
the committee why I thought this map should be considered over the Reyes map. 
This question was answered nearly within the whole five minutes total time even 
with all the questions. Now I was trying to regain my thought but lost it but was 
starting to regain it. It was real late at night before given a chance to present 
my map, the judge thought it was important to present the Reyes map first. Also, 
I didn't notice at the time but the time keeper person thought that there was 
something funny about my presentation and lost her composure about keeping the 
time and lost judgment about the time and was trying to force me off the stage 
and wrap it up before my time was up. I didn't have anything in written but I had 
a plan about what I wanted to say but when interrupted I lost my train of 
thought. You can review the video yourself but I was not in fact given my full 5 
minutes and full consideration. After hearing at the August 18th meeting that my 
map would not be considered if I didn't show up made me show up to the August 27 
meeting. However, after showing up and after knowing that my map was there but 
was not represented thus not considered, you would have thought more 
consideration would be given to hear my testimony. If I was not interrupted to 
begin with things would have gone a lot better and the points made a lot clearer. 
Because of this I hope you could consider some of the differences in fine tuning 
the Reyes map which I think is the only plausible one out it the three you have 
selected, but I think you could do better and hope you consider some of the 
points that were made on my map during the testimony albeit shorted and the 
written responses I made coming out of the meeting prior to the video being 
provided. I put off other commitments to be at the meeting and I don't think it's 
funny. 
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Thanks 

Gil 
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