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选区咨询委员会 

                       
塑造安纳汉市的未来 
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会议议程                                                                            委员会成员 

 

2015 年 5 月 27 日星期三                                        Hon. Edward Wallin, Ret. 主席 

下午 6:30  

安纳汉市会议厅                                                        Hon. Stephen Sundvold, Ret. 副主席 

安纳汉市安纳汉大道 200 号                                   Hon. James Jackman, Ret. 

安纳汉市议会会议室 1 楼，邮编 92805                   Hon. Nancy Wieben Stock, Ret. 

                                                                                      Hon. Thomas Thrasher, Ret 
 
 

1. 宣布会议开始 
 

2. 征求公众意见（3分钟 – 包括议程上的所以项目） 
 

3. 制定市议会区的范围，规则，和指标 
 

4. 通过选区咨询委员会的地点位置 
 

5. 通过选区咨询委员五月一十二日的会议记录 
             

6. 委员会成员发表意见/员工发表意见 
 

7. 休会 
 

 
***** 

 
所有议程项目和备份材料均可从市政秘书办公室以及http://www.anaheim.net/article.asp?id=5419上
查阅。任何提供给委员会多数成员的与该日程任意项目相关的书面记录和档案都将存入市政秘书

办公室，以供公众审查，市政秘书办公室位于加利福尼亚州安纳汉市南安纳汉大道200号2层，邮

编为 92805，在正常办公时间对开放。 



 

 

  
任何需要包括辅助性的援助或服务等与残障相关的修正或调整以参与公开会议的人士，可在会议

举办当天上午 10 点前通过联系位于加利福尼亚州安纳汉市南安纳汉大道 200 号的市政秘书办公

室，或致电(714) 765-5166 请求这些更改、调整、援助或服务。一经要求，根据《1990 年美国残

疾人法案》第 202 节，该会议日程将会以合适的其他形式使残障人士能够参与。 

 

翻译服务：咨询委员会会议提供西班牙口译服务。西班牙同声传译通过耳机提供，任何在会议中

发言的人士可通过向演讲台请求，以获得交替传译服务。不要求必须使用该市提供的口译译员，

参会者可自带译员。由于存在多种方言和地区性语言，该市不保证口译译员能够翻译到某种特定

方言或地区性语言，并且不承担由该翻译服务造成的任何法律责任。要获得其他语种的翻译服

务，请在会议开始前至少提前 48 小时联系市政秘书办公室。 

 

 

发布声明：一份该日程准确无误的副本已于 2015 年 5 月 22 日张贴在南安纳汉大道 200 号市政厅

外的资讯亭中。 
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ITEM NO. 03



MEASURE L 
•  Voters approved Charter amendment by 68.8% at the 

November, 2014 election. 
•  Requires Council Members elected in 2016 and thereafter 

to live in and be elected from a geographic district, only by 
voters of that district. 

•  Only one Council Member will be elected from each 
district. 

•  Mayor remains elected at large. 
•  Does not cut short any Council member's current term of 

office, or require residency in a district during current term 



MEASURE L – CON’T 
•  City Council is ultimately responsible for approving the 

districts and may not delegate this responsibility: 
! Districts must comply with state and federal law 

(discussed later)  
! City Council must also establish a transition plan 

to account for election to newly created seats 
and identify seats up for election in 2016 and 
2018 



MEASURE M 
•  Voters approved Charter amendment by 54.2% at the 

November, 2014 election 
•  Increases City Council members from four to six (plus Mayor) 
•  Increase occurs at the November 2016 election: 

!  Two existing Council seats that would already be on 
the ballot plus two newly created seats will be on the 
ballot, all four of which will be elected by district. 

!  Following November 2016 election, one of the four 
elected will be randomly selected to serve a shorter 2-
year term.  The remaining three will serve 4 year terms. 



LEGAL AUTHORITY 

U.S. Constitution 
Federal Statutory and Case Law 

California Elections Code 
Charter 



FEDERAL RULES 
US Constitution: Equal Population among Districts 

As stated in Elections Code Section 21620 “the districts shall be  
as nearly equal in population as may be according to the latest 
federal decennial census” 
• Total population: not voting age population, citizens, or voters 
• No racial gerrymandering 

Federal Law: The Federal Voting Rights Act 
Section 2 – Ensure equal power to elect candidates of choice. 



U.S. CONSTITUTION  
Equality of Population 

•  The Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment of the 
U.S. Constitution prohibits the election of local 
government officials from districts of disparate population. 
Avery v. Midland County, 390 U.S. 474 (1968) 

•  Districts must be “as nearly equal in population as may 
be.” Id. 

•  A total population deviation of 10% between largest and 
smallest legislative district is presumed to be acceptable. 
Gaffney v. Cummings, 412 U.S. 735 (1973); White v. 
Regester, 412 U.S. 755 (1973)  



RACIAL GERRYMANDERING 

The Supreme Court has held that race may be 
considered as evidence of a community of interest, but 
may not be the predominant consideration absent highly 
unusual circumstances. 

Shaw v. Reno, 509 U.S. 630 (1993) 



Section 2  (42 U.S.C. § 1973) 

    No voting qualification or prerequisite to voting or standard, 
practice, or procedure shall be imposed or applied by any 
State or political subdivision in a manner which results in a 
denial or abridgement of the right of any citizen of the United 
States to vote on account of race or color, or in contravention 
of the guarantees set forth in (42 USC 1973b(f)(2) [language 
minorities, e.g. Hispanics]) … 

FEDERAL VOTING RIGHTS ACT 



Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30 (1986) 
Although courts ultimately apply a totality of the circumstances 
test, a plaintiff bringing a claim under Section 2 must first 
establish the three Gingles threshold preconditions: 

“First, the minority group must be able to demonstrate that it 
is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute 
a majority in a single-member district. . . .  
“Second, the minority group must be able to show that it is 
politically cohesive. . . . 
“Third, the minority must be able to demonstrate that the 
white majority votes sufficiently as a bloc to enable it . . .  
to defeat the minority’s preferred candidate.” 

FEDERAL VOTING RIGHTS ACT 



Bartlett v. Strickland, 129 S.Ct. 1231 (2009) 

FEDERAL VOTING RIGHTS ACT 

While a minority Influence district may be created, the Act does 
not require it: 

“It remains the rule, however, that a party asserting § 2 liability 
must show by a preponderance of the evidence that the 
minority population in the potential election district is greater 
than 50 percent…Our holding does not apply to cases in which 
there is intentional discrimination against a racial minority.”   



Garza v. County of L.A.918 F. 2d 763 (1990) 
 Intent to deprive minority group of voting rights violates the 
VRA even if the first Gingles precondition is not met, even if 
intent is not due to racial animus. 



Federal Voting Rights Act	  
Alabama Legislative Black Caucus v. 

Alabama, 575 U.S. ___ (2015) 
•  Equality of population is primary, not just another criteria 

•  Setting a predetermined arbitrary supermajority percentage of 
one group in a district raises Constitutional concerns. 

•  The appropriate consideration is to preserve the minority 
group’s ability to elect its preferred candidate of choice. 



STATE RULES – CRITERIA 
California Elections Code, Section 21620: 

•  Equal population 
•  In establishing the boundaries of the districts the Council 

may give consideration to the following factors:  
(a) Topography,  
(b) Geography,  
(c) Cohesiveness, contiguity, integrity, and compactness 
of territory, and  
(d) Community of interests of the districts. 



CRITERIA – CON’T 
Reasons identified and approved by the US Supreme Court 
as justifiable reasons for small population deviations:  

 Hunt v. Cromartie, 121 S.Ct. 1452 (2001) 
•  Communities of interest 
•  Follow Visible (natural & man-made) boundaries (e.g. 

rivers, streets) 
•  Compactness and contiguity 
•  Population growth 
•  Providing voters the opportunity to retain their elected 

representatives, if they choose 



The goal is the creation of legislative districts 
that are effective, both for the represented 
and the representative.  
    DeWitt v. Wilson, 856 F. Supp. 1409 
(1994) 

OUTCOME 



•  Social and economic interests common to the 
population of an area 

•  Interests in common to an urban area, rural area, 
industrial area, agricultural area. 

•  Interests in common to areas of similar living 
standards, transportation facilities, work opportunities, 
same media market relevant to the election process 

•  Political subdivisions (e.g. school or special districts) 

COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST 



Equal Population  
Based on total 

population 
US Census 2010 Data 
Goal:  exact equality 

10% deviation may be 
permissible  

Other data sources 

§2 Voting Rights Act  
Protects Voting/Voters 

Based on Citizen Voting 
Age Population from 
American Community 
Survey & DOJ Special 

Tabulation  
2009-2013 

DATA TO BE USED 



QUESTIONS 



Council District Mapping
Advisory Committee on 

Electoral Districts

May 27, 2015

www.anaheim.net/districts/



City Demographics
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City Population
2010 Census Data
• Total Population: 336,265

– Hispanic: 52.8%

– Non-Hispanic White: 27.5%
– Non-Hispanic Asian: 15.5% 

– Other: 4.3%

• Voting Age Population: 244,348

– Hispanic: 47%

– Non-Hispanic White: 31.9%

– Non-Hispanic Asian: 16.8% 

– Other: 4.3%

3

• 09-13 Citizen Voting Age Pop (CVAP) 
(Special Tabulation): 181,579

– Hispanic: 34.7%

– Non-Hispanic White: 42.3%

– Non-Hispanic Asian: 17.6%

– Other: 5.3%



City Demographics

• 74.5% have a High School Diploma/GED
– 24.3% have a college degree and 7.2% have a higher 

degree

• 51.4% of families have a child under 18 at home

• 4.2% of workers take public transit (but 12.5% 
carpool)

• 18.6% of households have incomes under $25k

• Exactly half of all households are renters (the other 
half are owners)
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Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population
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Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population
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Non-Hispanic White Citizen Voting Age Population
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Non-Hispanic White Citizen Voting Age Population
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Asian Citizen Voting Age Population

9



Asian Citizen Voting Age Population
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Percent High School Graduates
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Percent of Households Earning Under $25k
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Percent Speaking English Less Than Very Well
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Percent Using Public Transit

14



Percent Renters
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Population Density
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Districting Process and 
Public Input
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Council District Mapping Process
1. 1st round of Public Meetings: May-Early June 2015

– Purpose to get input on communities of interest and understand 
the issues here in Anaheim

– Next meeting to be held in West Anaheim (LOCATION IF POSS)

2. Draft proposals released: Early July 2015
– Options based on public feedback/testimony
– All proposals submitted by members of the public also available

3. 2nd Round of Public Meetings: Throughout July 2015
– Debate draft proposals and make changes as needed based on 

feedback/testimony
– Commission may make a recommendation to the Council on 

what plan(s) to adopt

4. Council Consideration and Approval 
– Council must hold at least three public hearings

5. First election in new districts 

18



Public Input is Vital
• Define your “community of interest”

– To be drawn into a map, we need geographic
boundaries of the community

• Share your opinions about proposed 
district lines

• Draw your own idea of where proposed 
lines might go

19



Additional Opportunities for Input

• Speak during public comment periods

• Send a letter or an email

• Draw your own district:
– Draw your neighborhood or community of 

interest on the maps here tonight
• Whatever input you can provide is encouraged

– Draw using the Public Participation Kits
• Available on www.anaheim.net/districts/ as an 

interactive Excel spreadsheet or printed tonight

20



We Want to Hear from You!

For more information, please visit: 
www.anaheim.net/districts/

E-mail: DistrictCommittee@anaheim.net
Telephone: (714) 765-5166

Mail: Office of the City Clerk
Attn: District Mapping

City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #271

Anaheim, CA 92805 



City of Anaheim 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

Anaheim City Hall 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. 
Anaheim, CA 92805 
TEL: 714.765.5166 
 FAX: 714.765.4105 

Date: May 22, 2015 

To: Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts 

From: Linda N. Andal, City Clerk 

Subject: Item No. 4 – Remote Locations 

On May 12, 2015, the Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts (Committee) approved 
various meeting dates and spoke about the importance of holding meetings in the 
community, directing staff to procure meeting locations in West Anaheim (June 4 
meeting) and South Anaheim (July 8 meeting).  

As such, the June 4 meeting is scheduled at the Brookhurst Community Center located at 
2271 West Crescent Avenue.  The July 8 meeting is scheduled at the Ponderosa Family 
Resource Center, located at 100 South Haster; both meetings are scheduled to begin at 6:30 
p.m.  In addition, staff was able to secure the East Anaheim Community Center, located at 
8201 East Santa Ana Canyon Road, for the Committee’s June 9 meeting.  Therefore, if the 
Committee wishes to hold the June 9 meeting offsite, East Anaheim is recommended; this 
will ensure all current neighborhood districts have been attended by the Committee to afford 
greater community involvement during the first phase of the drawing process.  It is important 
to note that although north Anaheim is not an identified “neighborhood council area,” staff 
recognizes the distance between the northern border and East Anaheim.  As such, staff 
attempted to secure a meeting location at Miraloma Resource Center and Rio Vista 
Elementary, however parking at the Miraloma Resource Center was limited in the evening 
and Rio Vista Elementary could not be secured at this time.   

All offsite Committee meetings will be audio-taped and made available on the Districting 
webpage within 48 hours.  Spanish interpretation services will be available, with other 
languages available upon request. Outreach to inform the communities in these areas, as well 
as throughout Anaheim, will continue to ensure interested residents are made aware of the 
meetings and encouraged to attend and participate.  

A map depicting the proposed meeting locations is attached as well as the meeting calendar, 
to date.   

revised 5-22



Anaheim 
Council 

Chambers

Ponderosa Park 
Family Resource 

Center

PROPOSED MEETING LOCATIONS

West:     Brookhurst Community Center
2271 W. Crescent Ave

South: Ponderosa Park Family Resource Center
2100 S. Haster Ave

East: East Anaheim Community Center
8201 E. Santa Ana Canyon Rd

Brookhurst
Community 
Center 

East Anaheim 
Community 
Center



Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts Meeting Calendar 
 

May 
 
Tuesday, May 12, 2015 
6:30 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., 1st Floor 
 
Wednesday, May 27, 2015 
6:30 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., 1st Floor 

June 
 
Thursday, June 4, 2015 
6:30 p.m.  
West District 
(Location to be determined) 
 
Tuesday, June 9, 2015 
6:30 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., 1st Floor 

July 
 
Wednesday, July 1, 2015 
6:30 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., 1st Floor 
 
Wednesday, July 8, 2015 
6:30 p.m. 
South District 
(Location to be determined) 

 
 
*One hour prior each meeting and immediately after the meetings, the demographer will be available to the 
community to answer questions and provide hands‐on assistance with the Public Participation Toolkit. 
 
** August & September meetings will be scheduled by the Committee at a future date. 

 
 

TUE WED THU FRI SAT TUE WED THU FRI SAT TUE WED THU FRI SAT

1 2 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4
5 6 7 8 9 9 10 11 12 13 7 8 9 10 11
12 13 14 15 16 16 17 18 19 20 14 15 16 17 18
19 20 21 22 23 23 24 25 26 27 21 22 23 24 25

24
31 26 27 28 29 30 30 28 29 30 31

TUE WED THU FRI SAT TUE WED THU FRI SAT TUE WED THU FRI SAT

1 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3
4 5 6 7 8 8 9 10 11 12 6 7 8 9 10
11 12 13 14 15 15 16 17 18 19 13 14 15 16 17
18 19 20 21 22 22 23 24 25 26 20 21 22 23 24

23
30

24
31 29 30 27 28 29 30 31

11 12
18 19

SUN M ON

4 5

August September October

17

May June July

28

SUN M ONSUN M ON

25 26 27

SUN M ON

21 22

5 6

2019

7 8
1

3
10 14 15

4
11

SUN M ON

16 17 20 21

2 3
9 10

***The Committee's final report is due to the City Council no later than October 6, 2015

12 13

2625

29

M ON SUN

13 14
6 7

27 28
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Delineates Advisory Committee Meeting Delineates City Council Meeting

Delinieates Holiday Delineates Neighborhood Council Meeting



ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON ELECTORAL DISTRICTS MINUTES 
TUESDAY, MAY 12, 2015 

6:30 P.M. 
Anaheim City Council Chambers 

Committee Members Present: Hon. James Jackman, Ret.; Hon. Nancy Wieben Stock, Ret.; 
Hon. Stephen Sundvold, Ret.; Hon. Thomas Thrasher, Ret.; Hon. Edward Wallin, Ret. 

Staff Present: City Clerk Linda Andal, Outside Counsel Ben De Mayo, Consultant Justin Levitt. 

1. Call meeting to order:  The meeting of the Advisory Committee on Electoral Districts
(ACED) was called to order at 6:41pm by City Clerk Linda Andal.

The members of the committee and staff introduced themselves with brief comments.

City Clerk Linda Andal reviewed housekeeping items for the meeting as follows: the City
Clerk will facilitate the meeting until the Chair is selected under Agenda Item No. 3, seating
at the dais is currently alphabetical and will change at future meetings based on the
outcome of Agenda Item No. 3, meetings held in the chambers will be video-taped and
available online within 48 hours of each meeting, all agendas and back-up material will be
available online and at the City Clerk’s office at least 72 hours prior to each meeting,
microphones should be turned on when speaking and off when not speaking, Spanish
interpretation will be available at every committee meeting with other language interpreters
available upon 48 hour prior request to the City Clerk’s office.

2. Public Comments (3 minutes – all agenda items except Item No. 6, District Presentation):
City Clerk Linda Andal explained speaker cards would be used at each meeting, though not
mandatory, rather as a tool to help facilitate the meeting and create a list of interested
persons for future outreach.

Vic Real, Anaheim resident, indicated he had never felt unrepresented and was always
involved in the City, including serving on the past election committee.  He acknowledged the
large task in front of the committee and was looking forward to citizens voting and exerting
democracy.

Brian Chuchua thanked the committee for being here, congratulated them on accepting the
challenging work, and expressed his disappointment that the audience was not full.

Greg Diamond, Brea resident, directed the committee’s attention to the 2011 hearings of the
California Redistricting Commission, the extensive archives of their meetings, and
expressed his hope that this committee would emulate that commission.  Mr. Diamond
questioned whether the City would allow members of the public to use freely available
software to engage in their own redistricting and encouraged the use of such technology,
specifically limiting by census block.  He also directed the committee’s attention to election
law cases and the concepts of “packing” and “cracking,” each of which he indicated was bad
for minorities.

ITEM NO. 05
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Dr. Patricia Adelekan, Anaheim resident, thanked the committee for their time and 
contribution to get this job done. She questioned how problems could be solved if people 
were not at the table. She encouraged people at home to participate in the decisions to be 
made, and then no one could complain if they do not take responsibility now. 

Mariana Rivera (through a Spanish interpreter) thanked the committee and expressed 
appreciation on behalf of the community. Ms. Rivera remarked she lived in the Guinida area 
for about 12 years and started getting involved about 6 years ago to help her community.  
She spoke about issues she has seen such as poverty, parents working three jobs, and kids 
turning to gangs. She expressed her support for district elections as a way to help 
communities and families receive equally divided resources.  

Gloria Ma’ae, Anaheim resident and former member of Anaheim’s Citizens Advisory 
Committee on Elections and Community Involvement, expressed her thanks to the 
committee for serving, her gratitude for looking at different districting options, encouraged 
the committee to be fair and balanced, and was looking forward to the process. 

3. Elect Chair and Co-Chair:  Judge Sundvold nominated Justice Edward Wallin to Chair, 
seconded by Judge Stock. With no other nominations for Chair, City Clerk Andal called for a 
vote.  Approved Vote: 5-0.  Justice Edward Wallin was appointed Chair.     

Chairman Wallin nominated Stephen Sundvold for Vice Chair, seconded by Judge Stock.   
With no other nominations for Vice Chair, Chairman Wallin called for a vote.  Approved Vote: 
4-0-1. AYES - 4 (Chairman Wallin and Judges Jackman, Stock, and Thrasher).  NOES – 0.  
ABSTENTION – 1 (Judge Sundvold). Judge Stephen Sundvold was appointed Vice Chair. 

4. Brown Act Presentation:  Prior to the presentation, City Attorney Michael Houston 
provided a brief description on the creation of the committee pursuant to a settlement 
agreement.   

Mr. Houston then presented a PowerPoint presentation of the Ralph M. Brown Act, as 
applicable to public meetings of legislative bodies, including this committee. 

5. Receive and File memo from City Attorney regarding Legal Issues and Parliamentary 
Procedures: Judge Jackman moved to approve Item No. 5, seconded by Judge Thrasher.  
Approved Vote: 5-0. 

6. Council District Presentation: Demographic consultant, Justin Levitt, gave a presentation 
on council districts including the history of how the City arrived at this process through voter 
approval of Measures L & M at the November 2014 election. Mr. Levitt described various 
Federal and State regulations, laws, and criteria that affect the establishment of districts, 
indicating that beyond complying with the federal and state mandates the committee could 
determine which criteria are most important to them.  He explained several breakdowns of 
city demographics based on the 2010 Census data including total population, voting age 
population, Hispanic/non-Hispanic White/Asian citizen voting age population, education, 
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family size, transportation needs, income level, language, and home-ownership data; 
however noting that all this data is no substitute for members of the public telling the 
committee what their communities are and what they mean to them.   

Mr. Levitt then discussed the overall districting process expressing the importance of public 
input during the first round of public meetings. This first round, he explained, would get 
communities of interest together to discuss and understand the process and issues in 
Anaheim, which could result in the creation of at least 2-3 draft proposals based on public 
feedback and testimony. A second round of public meetings would be held for debate on the 
draft proposals prior to the committee making their final recommendation to the City Council. 
He shared that the Committee has the option of presenting several plans to Council in their 
final recommendation. Thereafter, the City Council will hold at least three public hearings, 
advising that changes to the maps could still be made. The final map approved by the City 
Council would be used in the November 2016 election.     

Mr. Levitt concluded his presentation by emphasizing that public input was vital and this 
process would allow residents to define their community of interest by geographic 
boundaries and to share their opinions about proposed district lines.  

a. Public Comment on Council District Presentation, only (3 minutes):   

Greg Diamond questioned whether the units on the public participation maps could 
be subdivided into smaller areas and how to obtain the population of the subdivisions 
and encouraged the committee to be on guard of existing and potential candidate 
locations being tied into other presented data and to avoid snaking districts.  

Mr. Levitt responded that each unit on the map consisted of one to several hundred 
blocks, including approximately 1,000 people, remarking that the block file can be 
made available upon request.   

Vic Real requested clarification on the existing dash lines on the maps as being the 
current Neighborhood District Council boundaries.   

Mr. Levitt confirmed the purple lines on the displayed map indicated current 
Neighborhood District Council boundaries with the orange lines representing school 
districts within the city. 

Benita Gagne, Anaheim Republican Assembly President, reported they had a district 
boundary drawing contest at the WAND BBQ and submitted a representation of 11 
contestant entries.  She questioned whether the units on the public participation 
maps were contiguous with current voting precincts and if not, would it cause 
problems for the Registrar of Voters. 

Mr. Levitt advised that after the City Council approves the final maps, the final step 
would be to work with the Orange County Registrar of Voters to determine the 
precincts based on the new district boundaries. 
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Dr. Patricia Adelekan expressed her view that public input is very important and 
inquired about the method of getting the word out to the community as many are not 
on internet and whether there is a plan to transport people to the committee 
meetings. 

Ms. Andal advised that a community outreach plan would be presented following 
public comments which would address Dr. Adelekan’s comments. Responding to the 
question of reaching people who were unable to make it to the meetings, Ms. Andal 
referenced an upcoming item on the agenda which allowed the committee members 
to schedule meetings in the communities, not just City Council Chambers. 

Alejandra Montseñor, questioned how the committee is taking input from 
communities and going through the provided feedback/testimonies. 

 Chairman Wallin and Mr. De Mayo provided clarifying remarks about the process 
that the committee will get a full analysis from the demographer as well as all maps 
submitted by the public.  The committee will then make suggestions for changes to 
the maps over the course of several meetings and present a preferred option with 
City Council also receiving the same data and holding at least three public hearings 
in accordance with State law before adopting the final maps. 

7. Presentation of Community Outreach Plan:  City Clerk Linda Andal presented the 
community outreach plan for this districting process and went through a number of efforts for 
the first meeting of the committee and current efforts underway for future meetings.  
Highlighted in the presentation was the e-Postcard, a grass roots effort where identified 
community groups and leaders were contacted and asked to forward to their membership, 
Fast Facts, a one page document with the primary information about the committee and the 
districting process; both documents were provided in English and Spanish with other 
languages available upon request.   Ms. Andal also reviewed the dedicated webpage, 
www.anaheim.net/districts, through which the website and associated documents would 
available in English, Spanish, Chinese, Vietnamese, and Korean.  Chairman Wallin added 
that as this was the first time districts are being drawn in Anaheim rather than merely 
adjusting district lines, the task is more challenging.  Mr. Levitt indicated that the impact of 
this project is not just in the current time but also into the future as in 2021, the districts 
drawn through this process would be used as a base for potential changes as the result of 
the 2020 Federal Census.   

8. Committee meeting calendar:  The committee discussed their availability on several dates 
in May, June, and July and directed staff to procure locations, other than the Council 
Chambers, for certain meetings. 

Judge Thrasher moved to approve the following dates and locations for future committee 
meetings, all to begin at 6:30 p.m.: 

Wednesday, May 27 – Council Chambers 
Thursday, June 4 – West Anaheim location 
Tuesday, June 9 – Council Chambers 
Wednesday, July 1 – Council Chambers 
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Wednesday, July 8 – South Anaheim location   
 
Seconded by Chairman Wallin.  Approved Vote: 5-0. 
 

9. Committee Comments / Staff Comments:  Chairman Wallin thanked everyone for being 
good citizens by attending and participating in the meeting. 

10. Adjourn meeting: Chairman Wallin adjourned the ACED meeting at 8:32pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Linda N. Andal, CMC 
City Clerk 
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