
SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ITEM: 3.72
(10 # 17909)

MEETING DATE:
Tuesday, December 14, 2021

FROM: EXECUTIVE OFFICE:

SUBJECT: EXECUTIVE OFFICE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE: Adopt Resolution No. 2021-215,
a Resolution of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Riverside Establishing New
Supervisorial Boundaries in Riverside County in Accordance with Redistricting Laws. All
Districts. [$0]

RECOMMENDEDMOTION: That the Board of Supervisors:

1. Receive and file the attached public testimony package containing all public comments
received through December 7,2021; and

2. Adopt Resolution No. 2021-215, a Resolution of the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Riverside Establishing New Supervisorial Boundaries in Riverside County in Accordance
with Redistricting Laws.

ACTION:Policy

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:
Date:
xc:

Jeffries, Spiegel, Washington, and Hewitt
Perez
None
December 14, 2021
E.O., ROV, ACR, Geographic Info. Services

On motion of Supervisor Washington, seconded by Supervisor Jeffries and duly carried by
unanimous vote, ITWAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended.

Kecia R. Harper
Clerk of the Bo
By:UifE:-/-H~""""WiIWO
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SOURCE OF FUNDS: NIA

For Fiscal Year: 21/22

Budget Adjustment: No

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: Approve

BACKGROUND:
Summary
Every ten years, after the federal census, district boundaries for federal, state, and local elected
offices are redrawn to reflect new population data and shifting populations to ensure equal voter
representation to the extent possible. This process is called redistricting.

Under State law, the Board of Supervisors may establish, by resolution, ordinance or charter
amendment, an independent redistricting commission, a hybrid redistricting commission, or an
advisory redistricting commission composed of residents of the County to complete the
redistricting of the five County Supervisorial districts.

Elections Code 23002 applies to Advisory Redistricting Commissions. It states in relevant part,
"(b) Notwithstanding any other law, the local jurisdiction may prescribe the manner in which
members are appointed to the commission; (c) A person who is an elected official of the local
jurisdiction, or a family member, staff member, or paid campaign staff of an elected official of the
local jurisdiction shall not be appointed to serve on the commission; (d) A local jurisdiction may
impose additional requirements or restrictions on the commission, members of the commission,
or applicants to the commission in excess of those prescribed by this section."

On November 17, 2020 (Agenda Item 3.3), the Riverside County Board of Supervisors
established the 2021 Advisory Redistricting Commission by resolution, which is the existing
Planning Commission for the County of Riverside and is a Brown Act body of five members
selected by the Board of Supervisors. Each Planning Commissioner is a resident of the County,
with one Planning Commissioner representing each Supervisorial District. The Planning
Commission receives support through the County of Riverside Planning Department and
regularly meets on the first and third Wednesdays of each month.

The 2021 Advisory Redistricting Commission (ARC) receives direct support through a Technical
Committee established by the County Executive Office (EOTC), which is comprised of staff from
the Executive Office, County Counsel, Riverside County Information Technology Department,
Registrar of Voters, and Transportation Land Management Agency, as well as the five Chiefs of
Staff for each Supervisorial District. Both the ARC and the ,EOTC have been committed to
ensuring as much public participation as possible in the Redistricting process and ensuring that
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the final Board recommended map(s) will accurately and fairly represent the residents of
RiversideCountypursuantto applicablelaws.

In prior census years, data collectionwas complete by July of the census year. However, due
to challenges in collecting data posed by the COVID-19 pandemic, the Census Bureau
extended data collection to October 2020. In addition, during prior census and redistricting
cycles, the Census Bureau releaseddata to the states for distribution to local governments by
April of the year following the census. This year, the Redistricting Data was forecasted for
releaseto states by September2021, nearlyfive months later than prior redistrictingcycles. The
significant delays on the release of data by both the federal and state governments have
createda very tight timeline for localjurisdictions to completethe redistrictingprocess,which by
law must be complete by no later than December 15, 2021, to allow for those districts to be
readyfor use in the June 7, 2022 primaryelection.

The EOTC has attendedseveral ARC meetingssince the ARC was established by the Board.
During these meetings, the EOTC has providedupdates, presenteddraft maps, and gathered
feedbackfrom both the ARC and the public.

At the October 6thARC meeting, the EOTC presented four draft maps, labeled EOTCA, B, C
and D, and received comments from the public and the ARC. At that time, the ARC was
made aware that draft maps EOTC A, B, C and D did not include the California's
adjusted U.S. Census Data for breakdown of voting age population data by ethnicity, the
Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) data, and prisoner population, as this information
was not available for analysisat the time of the creationof thosemaps.

On October 14ththe EOTC created three additional draft maps, EOTC E, F, and G. The
EOTCupdatedthe originalmapsA, B, C, and D and the additionalmaps E, F, and G to include
the California's adjusted U.S. Census Data for breakdown of voting age population data by
ethnicity, the CVAPdata, and prisonerspopulationdata.

On October 19th,the EOTC presented draft EOTC maps A through G as well as several
maps submittedby the public to the Boardof Supervisorsat a public hearing.At the conclusion
of the publichearing,the Boardof Supervisorsdirectedthe EOTCto do the following:

1. No longerconsiderdraft EOTCMapsA throughD;
2. Deem draft EOTC Maps E through G as Board Drawn and bring them forward to the

ARC on November 3rd for review and consideration for the purpose of providing
recommendationsto the Boardof Supervisorsfor a November9thpublic hearing;

3. Direct the EOTCto apply CVAP data to the draft maps submitted by the Inland Empire
RedistrictingHub, DebbieWalsh, and Jerry Sincich and bring them forward to the ARC
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on November 3rd for review and consideration for the purpose of providing
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors for the November 9thpublic hearing;

4. Draft an additional map (EOTC H) to include Temecula, Murrieta, Wildomar, Lake
Elsinore, Temescal Valley, Wine Country, and French Valley into one District for
consideration by the ARC;

S. Request that any draft maps from the public or EOTC be submitted to the EOTC by Spm
on November 15t;

6. Direct the EOTC to hire an external consultant to conduct an assessment of racially
polarized voting in the county as an additional measure to assist in determining
compliance with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act; and

7. Schedule a Sthpublic hearing for the November 16thBoard of Supervisors meeting.

After the October 19thpublic hearing, the EOTC drafted additional maps, draft EOTC Maps H,
I, and J. Additionally, slight boundary revisions were made to draft EOTC Maps F and G. The
revisions did not substantially impact the population numbers for those draft maps.

On November 3rd, the EOTC presented EOTC maps E, F, G, H, I, and J, and Community Maps
1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 3.0, 3.1, 3.2, 4.0, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.S, 4.6, S.O,S.1, and 6.0 to the ARC for the
purpose of providing recommendations to the Board of Supervisors. After receipt of public
comment and subsequent deliberation, the ARC voted to send EOTC Maps F, G, H, I, and
Community Map 1.2 submitted by the IE Redistricting Hub, to the Board of Supervisors for
further discussion and consideration at the November 9thPublic Hearing.

On November 9th,the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing to receive public testimony on
the remaining maps. During the public hearing, the Brown and Black Alliance presented a
revised version of a previously submitted map which the Board agreed to reconsider as
Community Map 6.1. At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Board of Supervisors directed
the EOTC to do the following:

1.' Make revisions to existing maps that would attempt to keep the San Gorgonio Pass
together, keep Moreno Valley and Perris together, keep Woodcrest and Good Hope
together, do clean-up work for the Temescal Valley area, and to continue work adjusting
the lines on existing maps;

2. Conduct a Racially Polarized Voting analysis on EOTC FvS, Gv2, Hv7.1, Iv2, Community
Maps 1.3 and 6.1, and conduct the analysis on any revisions to existing maps described
by the Board of Supervisors;

3. Update the Board at the November 16thpublic hearing on the analysis; and
4. Schedule an additional public hearing on December 7th.

On November 16th,the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing to receive public testimony
on EOTC Draft Maps FvS, Gv2, Hv7.1, Iv2, and Community Maps 1.3 and 6.1. After receiving
public testimony, the Board discussed revising Community Map 1.3 to address concerns
expressed by the public regarding splitting of the San Gorgonio Pass. At the conclusion of the
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public hearing, the Board directed the EOTC to move EOTC Maps Fv5, Hv7.1, and Community
Map 1.3, as revised, to the ARC for consideration at the December 1, 2021 meeting.

The final ARC meeting was held on December 1st. After receipt of public comment and
subsequent deliberation, the ARC prioritized the draft maps for consideration by the Board for
the final public hearing on December 7, 2021. The ARC prioritized the remaining draft maps as
follows:

1. EOTC Map Hv7.2
2. EOTC Map Fv5
3. Community Map 1.4

During the ARC meeting there was a substantial number of public and commissioner comments
regarding the Greater Lake Matthews area including Gavilan Hills as represented in EOTC Map
Hv7.2. Because of these comments and to keep this community of interest together, to the
extent practicable without impacting Census Designated Places (COP), the EOTC analyzed this
area and has prepared for the Board's consideration an alternate map labeled EOTC Alternate
Map Hv7.3.

The final Redistricting public hearing was held on December t». At the conclusion of the
hearing, the Board selected EOTC Map Fv5.1 for adoption, and directed the EOTC to draft the
implementing resolution. Board adoption of attached Resolution No. 2021-215 is the final step
to promulgation of new supervisorial boundaries.

A detailed version of the Board selected map can be found at the following link:
https:llstorymaps.arcgis.com/stories/8ge5352b6b9c4a3386944fbOcaaOc5e9

Impact on Residents and Businesses
The County's redistricting efforts will have a direct impact on the residents and businesses of
Riverside County as the results will maintain a proportionate number of voters between
supervisorial districts and will determine representation at the County level.

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Public Testimony Package as of 12/07/21 - Email
B. Public Testimony Package as of 12/07/21 - Survey
C. Resolution No. 2021-215
D. County of Riverside Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021 Map and Report
E. Executive Summary of Reports Assessing Racially Polarized Voting in Riverside County

and the Ability of the Latino Community to Elect Candidates of its Choice in Proposed
Draft Maps
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1 Board of Supervisors

2

3

4

5 RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF

County of Riverside

RESOLUTION NO. 2021-215

6 THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE ESTABLISHING NEW SUPERVISORIAL BOUNDARIES IN

7 RIVERSIDE COUNTY IN ACCORDANCE WITH REDISTRICTING LAWS

8

9 WHEREAS, Article I, Section 2 of the United States Constitution mandates an accurate

10 counting the country's population every ten years; and

11 WHEREAS, Title 13 of the United States Code governs the administration of the U.S.

12 Census, including the collection and publication of data; and

13 WHEREAS, California Elections Code section 21500( a) requires that following each federal

14 decennial census and using the provided census data, the Board of Supervisors shall adjust the boundaries

15 of any or all supervisorial districts of the county so that the supervisorial districts are substantially equal in

16 population as required by the U.S. Constitution; and

17 WHEREAS, California Elections Code section 21500(b) requires that the adjusted

18 supervisorial district boundaries comply with the U.S. Constitution, the California Constitution and the

19 federal Voting Rights Act of 1965 (52 U.S.C. 10301 et. seq.); and

20 WHEREAS, California Elections Code 21500(b) also requires that the adjusted supervisorial

21 boundaries follow established criteria, in order of priority, to ensure geographic contiguity, protect

22 communities of interest, minimize division of cities and census designated places, be easily identifiable by

23 natural or artificial boundaries or streets, and encourage geographic compactness, to the extent practicable;

24 and

25 WHEREAS, California Elections Code section 21500(b) prohibits favoring or disfavoring

26 any political party, or defining communities of interest to include relationship with political parties,

27 incumbents, or political candidates; and

28

1



2

WHEREAS, California Elections Code section 23001 permitted the establishment of an

2 Advisory Redistricting Commission to make recommendations to the Board of Supervisors on any proposed

3 changes to district boundaries; and

4 WHEREAS, on November 17, 2020, the County created the Advisory Redistrict

S Commission ("ARC") to conduct public outreach, receive community input and feedback, and provide

6 comment, feedback and recommendations to the Board of Supervisors for their consideration and adoption

7 of maps; and

8 WHEREAS, the ARC met from December 2, 2020 to December 1, 2021 for a total of seven

9 meetings noticed and open to the public for public comment, including the first legally required pre-map

10 public hearing on August 18, 2021; and

11 WHEREAS, as permitted by Elections Code section 21S07.1(e) and (f), County staff

12 conducted twenty-six (26) public workshops on February 8, March 3, March 4, March 9, March 11, March

13 16, March 22, March 24, March 31, April 8, April 14, May 11, 12 and 13, May 20, May 26, July 8, July IS,

14 twice on August 3, August 19, September 8, October 12 and 13, November 2 and November 9 of2021,

IS throughout the different regional areas of the County to obtain public input, feedback and comment on their

16 communities of interest and composition of their supervisorial districts.

17 WHEREAS, as required by Elections Code section 21S08(a), the Board of Supervisors has

18 conducted a total of five (S) public hearings, including a special evening meeting on October 19, 2021, and

19 time certain agenda items on regular meetings of September 28,2021, November 9,2021, November 16,

20 2021, and December 7, 2021. In total, the ARC and the Board of Supervisors have held six (6) public

21 hearings.

22 WHEREAS, as required by Elections Code section 21S08(a), the Board of Supervisors,

23 through the ARC and County staff, has made a good faith effort to engage and encourage all residents,

24 including those from unrepresented and non-English speaking communities, to participate in the 2021

2S redistricting process, including by providing translation services as requested; and

26 WHEREAS, as required by Elections Code section 21S08, the Board has complied with all

27 other legal requirements therein, including permitting members of the public to submit their own proposed

28 maps in writing and electronically, preserving all public comments and board deliberations either by



3 WHEREAS, as required by Elections Code section 21508, proposed maps with changes to

recording or written summary; and establishing a webpage which will be maintained for a minimum often

3

2 (10) years; and

4 the current supervisorial district boundaries were made available on the County's redistricting website with

5 additional final preliminary maps published on November 24, 2021 with the ARC Agenda Packet and on

6 December 3,2021 with the Board of Supervisors Agenda Packet thereby meeting the three-day period for

7 adoption; and

8 WHEREAS, the Board has concluded its deliberations in this matter and determined that it

9 is appropriate to make changes to the boundaries of Supervisorial Districts One through Five as reflected

lOon a map identified this day in open session which shall be titled "County of Riverside Supervisorial District

11 Boundaries 2021"; and

12 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of

13 Supervisors of the County of Riverside, in regular session assembled on December 7, 2021 that the

14 boundaries of Supervisorial Districts One through Five shall be modified and are hereby established and

15 adopted as determined in the Board's action of this date in open session which shall be'reflected in the

16 minutes and records of the proceedings of this date. Said boundaries shall be reflected in a final map titled

17 "County of Riverside Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021", which shall be placed on file with the Clerk

18 of the Board of Supervisors.

19 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED

20 1. That the County's Assessor-Clerk-Recorder, Registrar of Voters and Geographic

21 Information Services are permitted to make minor administrative adjustments to the extent practicable and

22 as needed, to the final adopted map to assign property parcels to a single supervisorial district if currently

23 divided between two or more districts, with no impact to any voter. All Census Tracts, Census Block Groups

24 and Census Blocks that are contained in each of the Supervisorial Districts One through Five are provided

25 as an attachment to this resolution and are placed on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. In the

26 event of any conflict between the map set and list of Census Tracts, Census Block Groups and Census
, '
\ -,

27 Blocks on file, the boundaries shown on the County's Geographic Information System's Supervisorial

28 District Boundary Layer shall prevail.



2. That the ARC has fulfilled its duties and obligations to the Board of Supervisors and

2 the people of the County of Riverside, and the redistricting process is now complete, the Commission is

3 hereby disbanded and the Commission members are thanked and appreciated for their dedicated service.

4 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Riverside, State

5 of California, this I LJ1IIday of ~ 2021, by the following vote:

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

AYES: Jwffries, Spiegel, Washington, Herez, Hewitt
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY
OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ATTEST:
CLERK OF THE BOARD

BY~-
epu

By: K~...s.~
Ch'aif( Board of Supen!iSOfS

KAREN SPIEGEL

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM
December __ , 2021

By: _
GREGORYP. PRIAMOS
County Counsel

The foregoin~ is certified to be a true copy of a resolution
ly adopted by sa~d Board of Supervisors on the date therein set
rth.

25

26

27

28

Kecia R. Harper, Clerk of said Board

By r»~YTC
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ZIOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
IlOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
OIOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
600IL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
800IL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
LOOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
900IL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
SOOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
£OOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
ZOOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
lOOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
OOOIL£LZtOS9090L£'LZt
ILO£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
OLO£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
890£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
L90£££LZPOS9090££'LZt
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t90£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
£90£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
Z90£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
190£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
090£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
6S0£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
8S0£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
LSO£££LZtOS9090££'at
9S0£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
SSO£££LZtOS9090££'at
tSO£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
£SO£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
ZSO£££LZtOS9090££'at
ISO£££LZtOS9090££'at
OSO£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
6tO£££LZtOS9090££'at
8tO£££LZtOS9090££'at
LtO£££LZtOS9090££'at
StO£££atOS9090££'at
ttO£££LZtOS9090££'at
£to£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
ZtO£££LZtOS9090££'at
ItO£££LZtOS9090££'at
OtO£££LZtOS9090££'at
6£O£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
8£0£££LZtOS9090££'at
L£O£££LZtOS9090££'at
9£O£££LZtOS9090££'at
S£O£££LZtOS9090££'at
t£O£££LZtOS9090££'LZt
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100ltLl£t05;9090tCl£t
IOOlVLl£t05;9090tCl£t
000ltLl£t05;9090tCl£t
6l0£5;tLZt05;90905;tOLlt
81O£5;tLZt05;90905;tOLZt
LlO£5;tLlt05;90905;tOLlt
nO£5;tLlt05;90905;tOLlt
5;lO£StLltOS9090'StOLlt
tlO£StLltOS9090StOLlt
£lO£5;tLltOS9090StOLlt
llO£StLltOS9090StOLlt
IlO£5;tLltOS9090StOLlt
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800Z'Z'6Z'£tO~9090l6°l£t
LOOll6l£tO~9090l6°l£t
900ll6l£tO~9090l6°l£t
~OOZZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
tOOZZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
£OOZl6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
ZOOZ'Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
{OOZZ6l£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
OOOll6Z£tO~9090l6°l£t
~{O{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
tIO{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
£IO{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
ZIO{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
{IOIZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
OIOIZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
600IZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
800{Z6l£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
LOO{Z6l£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
900{Z6Z'£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
~OOIZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
tOOIZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
£OOLZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
ZOO{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
IOO{Z6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
OOOIZ6Z£tO~9090Z6°Z£t
9~Ozta£tO~9090tCZ£t
~~OZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
t~OZta£tO~9090tCl£t
£~OZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
l~OZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
{~OZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
O~OZtLl£tO~9090tCl£t
6tOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
8toZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
LtOZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
9tOZta£tO~9090tCZ'£t
~tOZta£tO~9090tCz£t

}f;)OIHsnsu<l:Jpu~snsue.j

ttOZta£tO~9090tCZ'£t
£tOltLl£tO~9090tCl£t
ltOZ'tLl£tO~9090tCl£t
{tOltLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
OtOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
6£Olta£tO~9090tCl£t
8£OZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
L£OZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
9£OZ'tLl£tO~9090tCl£t
~£OZtLl£tO~9090tCl£t
t£OZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
££OltLl£tO~9090tCl£t
l£OZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
I£OZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
O£OztLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
6Z0ZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
8Z0Zta£tO~9090tCZ£t
LlOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
9Z0ZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
~ZOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
tlOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
£ZOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
zZOZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
IZOZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
OZOzta£tO~9090tCZ£t
610Zta£tO~9090tcz£t
8IOZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
LIOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
9IOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
~IOZtLl£tO~9090tCZ£t
tIOZta£tO~9090tCZ£t
£[OZta£tO~9090tcZ'£t
Z'lOZ'tLl£tO~9090tcZ'£t
IIOZ'ta£tO~9090tcZ'£t
oIOZ'ta£tO~9090tLoZ£t
600lta£tO~9090tcz£t
800lta£tO~9090tCZ£t
LOOZ'ta£tO~9090tcl£t
900lta£tO~9090tCZ£t
~OOZtL.Z£tO~9090tCZ£t
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£OOZPO££POS9090PO'££P
ZOOZPO££POS9090PO'££P
IOOZPO££POS9090PO'££P
OOOZPO££VOS9090PO'££P
£ZOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
ZZOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
IZOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
OZOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
6[0IPO££POS9090PO'££P
8IOIPO££POS9090PO'££p
L10IPO££POS9090PO'££P
9IOIPO££POS9090PO'££p
SIOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
PIOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
£10IPO££POS9090PO'££P
Z1OIPO££POS9090PO'££P
IIOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
010IPO££POS9090PO'££P
600IPO££VOS9090PO'££P
800IPO££POS9090PO'££P
LOOIPO££POS9090PO'££p
900IPO££VOS9090PO'££P
SOOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
POOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
£OOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
ZOOIPO££VOS9090PO'££P
IOOIPO££POS9090PO'££P
OOOIPO££VOS9090PO'££P
9PO£Z6Z£VOS9090Z6'Z£P
SPO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
PPO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
£VO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
ZPO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
IPO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
OPO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
6£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
8£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
L£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
9£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
S£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
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P£O£Z6Z£VOS9090Z6'Z£P
££O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
Z£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£V
I£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
O£O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£V
6Z0£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£V
8Z0£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
LZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
9ZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
SZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
PZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
£ZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
ZZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
IZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
OZO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
6IO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
8IO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
LIO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
910£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
SIO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
PIO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
£IO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
ZIO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
IIO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
o1O£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
600£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
800£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
LOO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
900£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
SOO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
POO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
£OO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
IOO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
OOO£Z6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
LIOZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
910ZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
SIOZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
PIOZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
£IOZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£V
ZIOZZ6Z£POS9090Z6'Z£P
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IIOI80££VO~909080·££t
OIOI80££tO~909080·££t
600180££tO~909080·££t
800180££tO~909080·££P
LOOI80££tO~909080·££t
tOOI80££tO~909080·££t
£OOI80££tO~909080·££P
ZOOI80££tO~909080·££P
IOOI80££tO~909080·£H
OOOI80££tO~909080·HP
tZO~tO££tO~9090to·Ht
£ZO~tO££VO~9090to·£H
£IO~tO££tO~9090to·££t
ZIO~tO££tO~9090to·££t
llO~tO££tOS9090to·££t
olOStO££tOS9090to·Ht
600StO££tOS9090to·££t
800StO££tOS9090to·£H
LOOStO££tOS9090to·Ht
900StO££tOS9090to·Ht
~OOStO££tOS9090to·Ht
tOOStO££tOS9090to·££t
£OOStO££tOS9090to·££t
ZOOStO££tOS9090to·££t
IOOStO££tOS9090to·££t
OOOStO££tOS9090to·££t
IWttO££tOS9090to·Ht
OZOttO££tOS9090to·££t
610ttO££tOS9090to·££t
8IOttO££tOS9090to·££t
LIOttO££tOS9090to·££t
910ttO££tOS9090to·££t
~lOttO££tOS9090to·££t
tIOttO££tOS9090to·££t
£IOttO££tOS9090to·££t
ZlOttO££tOS9090to·££t
llOttO££tOS9090to·££t
olOttO££tOS9090to·££t
600ttO££tOS9090to·££t
800ttO££tOS9090to·££t
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LOOPtO££tO~9090to·££t
900PtO££tOS9090to·Ht
~OOttO££tOS9090to·££t
tOOPtO££tOS9090to·££t
£OOPtO££tOS9090to·££t
ZOOPPO££POS9090PO·££P
IOOPPO££PO~9090PO·££V
OOOttO££tO~9090to·££v
LIO£PO££tO~9090vO·Ht
~IO£tO££tOS9090PO·££t
£IO£tO££vO~9090vO·££t
£OO£tO££vOS9090to·££t
WO£vO££tOS9090to·££t
IOO£vO££tOS9090vO·££t
OOO£vO££tOS9090PO·££t
8Z0ZPO££tOS9090vO·££t
LZOZtO££tOS9090vO·HP
9Z0ZtO££tOS9090to·££t
SZOZtO££vOS9090to·££p
tZOZvO££tOS9090to·££t
£ZOZvO££tOS9090VO·££V
ZZOZvO££tOS9090to·££t
IZOZvO££tOS9090vO·££t
OZOZtO££tOS9090vO·££t
610ZtO££vOS9090to·Ht
810ZtO££vOS9090to·££t
LIOZtO££POS9090PO·££t
9IOZvO££tOS9090vO·££t
SIOZtO££tOS9090to·Ht
PIOZvO££tOS9090to·££t
£IOZtO££vOS9090to·Ht
ZIOZtO££vOS9090to·££p
IIOZvO££vOS9090to·££p
OIOZvO££tOS9090PO·££P
600ZPO££tOS9090PO·££P
800ZPO££POS9090PO·Hv
LOOZPO££vOS9090PO·££P
900ZvO££vOS9090vO·££p
SOOZtO££PO~9090PO·££V
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£ZOIIOL£vOS9090IO'L£v
lZOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
IZOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
OlOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
6101IOL£POS9090IO'L£P
8IOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
LIOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
9IOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
SIOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
PIOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
£lOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
lIOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
IIOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
OIOIIOL£VOS9090IO'L£P
6001IOL£POS9090IO'L£P
8001IOL£VOS9090IO'L£P
LOOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
9001IOL£VOS9090IO'L£P
SOOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
POOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
£00IIOL£VOS9090IO'L£P
ZOOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
IOOIIOL£POS9090IO'L£P
000IIOL£VOS9090IO'L£P
£ZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
lZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
IZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
OZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
£ZOZZI££POS9090ZI'££P
zzozzt££POS9090ZI'££P
IZOZlI££POS9090ZI'££P
OZOZZI££POS9090ZI'££P
6IOZZI££17OS9090ZI'££17
PIOZlI££17OS9090ZI'££17
£IOZZI££VOS9090ZI'££17
IIOZZI££POS9090ZI'££P
olOZZI££17OS9090ZI'££17
600ZZI££17OS9090ZI'££17
800ZlI££POS9090ZI'££P
000ZZI££POS9090ZI'££P
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SIOIZI££POS9090ZI'££P
600ZII££POS9090I['££P
800lII££POS9090II'££V
LOOZII££POS9090II'££P
900lII££POS9090II'££P
SOOZII££POS9090[I'££P
POOZII££VOS9090[1'££17
£OOZII££POS9090II'££P
ZOOZII££POS9090II'££V
IOOZI!££POS9090II'££P
000ZII££POS9090II'££P
9IOZOI££POS9090OI'££P
SIOZOI££POS909001'££17
PIOZOI££POS9090OI'££P
£IOZOI££POS9090OI'££P
ZIOZOI££POS9090OI'££P
IIOZOI££POS9090OI'££P
010ZOI££POS9090OI'££P
600ZOI££POS9090OI'HP
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800IOI££POS9090OI'££P
LOOIOI££POS9090OI'££P
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SOOIOI££POS9090OI'££V
POOIOI££POS9090OI'££V
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PIOZ80££POS909080'££P
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600Z80££POS9090SO'££P
SOOZ80££POS9090SO'££P
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900ZS0££POS9090SO'££P
POOZSO££POS9090SO'££V
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IOOZSO££POS9090SO'££P
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OtOI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
6£0I£OtttO~9090£0°171717
8£01£OtttO~9090£0°171717
L£OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
9£OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
~£OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
t£OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
££OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
Z:£OI£OttvO~9090£0°171717
I£OI£OtvtO~9090£0°171717
0£OI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
6Z:0I£OvttO~9090£0°171717
8Z:0I£OtttO~9090£0°171717
aOI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
9Z0I£OvttO~9090£0°171717
~Z:OI£OvttO~9090£OOttt
tZ:01£OvttO~9090£OOvtt
£Z:01£OtttO~9090£OOvtt
Z:Z:OI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
IZ:OI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
0Z:0I£OttvO~9090£0°171717
6101£OtvtO~9090£0°171717
8IOI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
LIOI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
9101£OtttO~9090£0°171717
~10I£OvttO~9090£0°171717
v101£OvttO~9090£0°171717
£IOI£OtttO~9090£0°171717
Z:10I£OvttO~9090£0°171717
1101£OvttO~9090£0°171717
0101£OtvtO~9090£0°171717
6001£OtttO~9090£0°171717
8001£OtttO~9090£0°171717
LOOI£OtvtO~9090£0°171717
9001£OvvtO~9090£0°171717

lI;)OIHsnsua;)PB.I.LSnSUa;)

~00[£OvttO~9090£0°171717
tOOI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
£OOI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
Z:OOI£OvttO~9090£0°171717
1001£OvtvO~9090£0°171717
0001£OvtvO~9090£0°171717
£Z:0Z:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
Z:Z:0Z:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
[Z:0Z:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
OZ:OZ:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
610Z:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
810Z:£OL£tO~9090£OOL£t
LIOZ:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
910Z:£OL£tO~9090£OOL£t
~10Z:£OL£vO~9090£OOL£t
LIOZ:Z:OL£tO~9090Z:OOL£t
17lOZ:Z:OL£tO~9090z:ooLH
£lOZ:Z:OL£tO~9090z:ooL£v
zlOZ:Z:OL£tO~9090z:ooL£t
110Z:Z:0L£tO~9090z:ooLH
olOZ:Z:OL£VO~9090z:ooL£v
600Z:Z:OL£tO~9090z:ooLH
800Z:Z:0L£tO~9090z:ooL£t
LOOZ:Z:OL£tO~9090z:ooL£t
900Z:Z:0L£tO~9090zozr+
~00Z:Z:OL£tO~9090Z:OOL£t
tOOZ:Z:OL£vO~9090z:ooL£t
8[0Z:IOL£vOS9090100L£t
zrozlOL£VO~9090100L£t
llOZ:IOL£vOS9090100L£t
010ZlOL£vO~9090100L£v
600Z:lOL£VO~9090100L£v
800Z:10L£vO~9090100L£v
LOOZ:IOL£vO~9090100L£v
900Z:10L£tO~9090100L£v
8Z:0[IOL£vO~9090100L£v
aOIIOL£tO~9090100L£v
9Z0110L£tO~9090100L£v
~Z:011OL£tO~9090100L£v

vZ:0110L£tO~9090100L£t
}f;)OIHsnsue.jPB.I.Lsnsua;)



'lv

9IO££OrrrO~9090£O·rrr
~IO££OrrrO~9090£O·rtr
rIO££OrrrO~9090£O·vvr
£IO££OrrrO~9090£O·VVV
ZIO££OvrrO~9090£O·VVV
IIO££OrrvO~9090£O·rvr
OIO££OPPvO~9090£O·VPP
600££OrrPO~9090£O·PPP
800££OrPvO~9090£O·PPP
LOO££OrrvO~9090£O·ppr
900££OPPPO~9090£O·prp
~00££OPPVO~9090£O.ppp
rOO££OvPrO~9090£O·VPP
£00££OrrvO~9090£O·vrv
ZOO££OvrPO~9090£O·vvp
IOO££OvrvO~9090£O·vpr
000££OrrvO~9090£O·PPP
090Z£OPrrO~9090£O·rvr
6~OZ£OrPrO~9090£O·VPP
8~OZ£OrvPO~9090£O·VPP
L~OZ£OPrrO~9090£O·ppr
9~OZ£OVPPO~9090£O·VPP
~~OZ£OrrPO~9090£O·vtp
P~OZ£OPPPO~9090£O·PPP
£~OZ£OvPPO~9090£O·PVV
Z~OZ£OvPPO~9090£O·ppr
I~OZ£OrPPO~9090£O·VPP
0~OZ£OrvrO~9090£O·PPP
6rOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·VPP
8POZ£OvrrO~9090£O·rvP
LrOZ£OrrvO~9090£O·rpp
9rOZ£OvPrO~9090£O·rpv
~vOZ£OPrvO~9090£O·rpp
PPOZ£OvPrO~9090£O·vrp
£vOZ£OPPrO~9090£O·rrp
ZPOZ£OPPvO~9090£O·PPP
IvOZ£OvPPO~9090£O·rpp
OrOZ£OvrvO~9090£O·PPP
6£OZ£OrvPO~9090£O·vvr
8£OZ£OrrvO~9090£O·VPP
Jfaol8:SOSU;);:)P1U.LSOSU;);:)

L£OZ£OvrrO~9090£O·rvv
9£OZ£OrvrO~9090£O·prv
~£OZ£OPvPO~9090£O·PVV
P£OZ£OPrPO~9090£O·rvr
££OZ£OvPrO~9090£O·rpp
Z£OZ£OrvvO~9090£O·VVV
I£OZ£OrPPO~9090£O·PVV
O£OZ£OPPPO~9090£O·PPV
6ZOZ£OPPrO~9090£O·rpr
8ZOZ£OPVVO~9090£O·PPP
LZOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·PPP
9ZOZ£OPrPO~9090£O·rvv
~ZOZ£OPVPO~9090£O·vvv
vZOZ£OPrPO~9090£O·prr
£ZOZ£OPVPO~9090£O·prv
ZZOZ£OPvPO~9090£O·PPV
IZOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·PPV
OZOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·vrr
6IOZ£OrrPO~9090£O·VVP
810Z£OPVPO~9090£O·prv
LIOZ£OvrPO~9090£O·PVV
910Z£OPPrO~9090£O·prv
~IOZ£OPvPO~9090£O·prv
PIOZ£OPvPO~9090£O·PPP
£IOZ£OPrvO~9090£O·prv
ZIOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·VVV
IIOZ£OvvPO~9090£O·rrv
010Z£OPPVO~9090£O·VVV
600Z£OPVPO~9090£O·vvr
800Z£OPPPO~9090£O·prp
LOOZ£OvPrO~9090£O·prv
900Z£OvvvO~9090£O·prr
~00Z£OVPPO~9090£O·Ppv
POOZ£OPPPO~9090£O·pvr
£00Z£OPrPO~9090£O·prp
ZOOZ£OVPVO~9090£O·PPV
100Z£OPPPO~9090£O·PPP
000Z£OVVVO~9090£O·PPV
LPOI£OPvPO~9090£o·vvp
9rOI£OvvvO~9090£O·vrr

JfaolHSOSU;);:)Jalf.l.LSOSU;);:)



£v

61ItfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
81ItfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
LlltfOtttOS9090W'ttt
9IItWtttOS9090W'ttt
SIItWtttOS9090fO'ttt
tlltWtttOS9090fO'ttt
flltWtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZIItWtttOS9090W'ttt
IIItfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
01ItfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
60ItfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
090tWtttOS9090fO'ttt
6S0tWtttOS9090fO'ttt
8S0tWtttOS9090W'ttt
LSOtfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
9S0tWtttOS9090W'ttt
SSOtWtttOS9090fO'ttt
tSOtWtttOS9090W'ttt
fSOtWtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZSOtfOtttOS9090W'ttt
ISOtWtttOS9090fO'ttt
OSOtfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
6tOt£OtttOS9090fO'ttt
8tOtfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
LtOt£OtttOS'9090fO'ttt
9tOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
S'tOt£OtttOS'9090fO'ttt
ttOtfOtttOS'9090£O'ttt
ftOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
ZtOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
ItOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
OtOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
6WtWtttOS'9090fO'ttt
8fOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
L£OtfOtttOS'9090£O'ttt
9£Ot£OtttOS'9090fO'ttt
S'fOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
tWt£OtttOS'9090fO'ttt
ffOtfOtttOS'9090£O'ttt
ZfOtfOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
}f30IHsnsua;:)pU.Lsnsue.j

IfOtfOtttOS9090fO'ttt
SS'OffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
tSOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
fSOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZS'OffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ISOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
OS'OffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
6tOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
8tOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
LtOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
9tOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
StOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ttOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ftOf£OtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZtOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ItOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
OtOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
6fOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
8fOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
LfOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
9fOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
S'fO£fOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
tfOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ffOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZfOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
IfOffOtttOS'9090fO'ttt
OfOf£OtttOS9090fO'ttt
6Z0ffOtttOS'9090£O'ttt
8Z0ffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
aOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
9Z0ffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
S'ZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
tZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
fZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
ZZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
IZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
OZOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
6IOffOtttOS9090W'ttt
8IOffOtttOS9090fO'ttt
LIOffOtttOS9090£O'ttt
}f30IHsnsua;:)PB.I.Lsnsua;:)



LZOZL0171717OS9090W·171717
9WZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
SZOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
17ZOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
£ZOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
ZWZW171717OS9090LO·171717
lZOZW171717OS9090LO·171717
OZOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
6IOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
810ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
L1OZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
910ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
SlOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
17IOZL01717170S9090LO·171717
£IOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
ZIOZW171717OS9090LO·171717

IIOZL01717170S9090LO·171717
OIOZW171717OS9090W·171717
600ZW171717OS9090LO·171717
800ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
LOOZL0171717OS9090W·171717
900ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
SOOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
17OOZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
£00ZL0171717OS9090W·171717
ZOOZL0171717OS9090W·171717
100ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
000ZL0171717OS9090LO·171717
6S0lL0171717OS9090W·171717
8S0lL0171717OS9090LO·171717
LSOIW171717OS9090LO·171717
9S0IL0171717OS9090LO·171717
SSOIW171717OS9090LO·171717
17SOIL01717170S9090LO·171717
£SOIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
ZSOIW171717OS9090LO·171717
ISOIL01717170S9090LO·171717
OSOIW171717OS9090W·171717
617OlL0171717OS9090LO·171717
8170IL01717170S9090W·171717

}(3018sosua;)J3B.I.Lsosua;)

L17OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
917OILOvv17OS9090LO·171717
S17OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
1717OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
£17OIL0171717OS9090W·171717
Z17OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
I17OlL0171717OS9090LO·171717
O17OlL0171717OS9090LO·171717

6£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

8£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
L£01L0171717OS9090LO·171717

9£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

S£01L0171717OS9090W·171717
17£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
££OIL0171717OS9090LO·vv17
Z£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

I£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

0£OIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

6Z0lL0171717OS9090LO·171717

8ZOlL0171717OS9090LO·171717
LZOIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
9WIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

SWIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
17WIL0171717OS9090LO·171717
£ZOIL0171717OS9090LO·171717

ZZOlL0171717OS9090LO·171717
IZOIWt1717OS9090LO·t1717
OZOIW171717OS9090LO·171717
9IOILOtttOS9090LO·ttt

SIOIL0171717OS9090LO·17tt
1710IL01717tOS9090LO·17t17
tOOlLOtt17OS9090LO·ttt
£001W171717OS9090LO·t1717
ZOOIL01717tOS9090LO·171717
100IL01717170S9090LO·171717
tZl17£017ttOS9090£O·1717t
£ZIt£OtttOS9090£O·17t17
ZZI17£0171717OS9090£0·171717
IZI17£017ttOS9090£0·171717
OZI17£0171717OS9090£0·171717

}(3018snsue.jJ3B.I.Lsnsuej



S17

00OZ£017917O~9090£0'17917
600[£O17917O~9090£0'17917
8001£O17917O~9090£0'17917
L001£017917O~9090£0'17917
900I£017917O~9090£0'17917
~OOI£0P,917O~9090£0'17917
17OOI£017917O~9090£0'17917
£00I£017917O~9090£0'17917
ZOOI£017917O~9090£0'17917
IOOI£017917O~9090£0'17917
00OI£017917O~9090£0'17917
17~0[I0179tO~9090IO·t917
£~OIIOt9tO~909010'17917
Z~Ol10179tO~9090IO'17917
I~OII0179tO~9090IO'17917
ZtOIIOt9tO~9090IO'179t
17£OIIOt9tO~9090IO·t9t
££OII0179tO~9090IO·t9t
Z£OIIOt9170~9090IO'179t
I£OIIOt9tO~9090IO'179t
L80ZL0171717O~9090LO'17v17
980ZLOtttO~9090LO'17vv
~80ZLOtt17O~9090LO'17vv
t80ZL017ttO~9090LO'17tv
£80ZL017ttO~9090LO'1717t
Z80ZL017ttO~9090LO'VPt
180ZLOtt17O~9090LO'v1717
080ZL017ttO~9090LO'1717v
6LOZLOt17tO~9090LO'1717t
8LOZL017ttO~9090LO'vv17
LLOZLOvvtO~9090LO·tv17
9LOZLOtttO~9090LO'17vv
~LOZL017ttO~9090LO·tvv
tLOZLOtttO~9090LO'1717t
£LOZLOtttO~9090LO'v17t
ZLOZLOtttO~9090LO·tvt
ILOZL017t170~9090LO·tvt
OLOZLOtttO~9090LO·ttt
690ZLOtttOS9090LO·ttt
890ZLOtttOS9090LO'17vt

}(;)OIHsnsuo-jpB.I.Lsnsua;)

L90ZL0171717O~9090LO'171717
990ZL017vtO~9090LO'171717
~90ZL0171717O~9090LO'171717
1790ZLOt1717O~9090LO't1717
£90ZLOt17tO~9090LO'v1717
Z90ZLOt17tO~9090LO'tvt
190ZLOvvtO~9090LO·ttt
090ZL017t170~9090LO'1717t
6~OZL017t170~9090LO'171717
8~OZL017ttO~9090LO'171717
L~OZL01717tO~9090LO·tt17
9S0ZLOv17tOS9090LO·t17t
~~OZLOvvtOS9090LO·tt17
17~OZLOvv170~9090LO'17tt
£~OZLOtt170~9090LO'17tt
Z~OZL017ttO~9090LO·ttt
I~OZLOt17tO~9090LO·t17t
0~OZLOt1717O~9090LO'17tt
6tOZL0171717OS9090LO'17tt
8tOZL017t17O~9090LO'17tt
L17OZL017ttO~9090LO'171717
917OZL01717tO~9090LO'171717
~tOZL01717tO~9090LO·ttt
ttOZLOt17tO~9090LO'17t17
£tOZLOt1717O~9090LO'vv17
Z170ZLOttvO~9090LO'171717
117OZL017ttO~9090LO't1717
OvOZLOt17tO~9090LO·ttt
6£OZLOt1717OS9090LO'17tt
8£OZL017t17OS9090LO·t1717
L£OZL0171717OS9090LO·t1717
9£OZLOt1717OS9090LO'171717
S£OZLOt17tOS9090LO'17t17
t£OZLOt1717OS9090LO'17t17
££OZL017v17OS9090LO·tt17
Z£OZL0171717OS9090LO'17t17
I£OU017v170S9090LO·t1717
0£OZL017ttOS9090LO·tt17
6Z0U017ttOS9090LO'171717
8Z0ZL01717170S9090LO'17t17

}(;)OIHsnsua;)PB.I.LSnSU3;)



917

L£0£tOP9POS9090PO'P9t
9£O£tOP9POS9090to·t9t
S£0£VOP9POS9090PO'P9P
P£0£POP9POS9090PO'P9P
££O£POP9POS9090to'P9P
l£0£POt9POS9090PO'P9t
1£O£POP9POS9090to'P9t
O£O£POP9POS9090PO·t9t
6l0£tOt9POS9090PO·t9t
8l0£POP9POS9090to'P9P
LlO£POP9POS9090to·t9P
9l0£POP9tOS9090PO'P9P
SlO£POP9tOS9090PO'P9P
PlO£POP9POS9090PO'P9t
£1O£tOt9POS9090PO'P9t
llO£POP9POS9090170'17917
IlO£17017917OS909017O'P917
OlO£P0179POS9090170'17917
610£P017917OS9090170'17917
81O£17OP917OS9090170'17917
L1O£17017917OS909017O'P917
910£17OP917OS909017O'P917
S1O£17OP9tOS9090170'17917
PIO£17017917OS9090170'17917
£I0£17017917OS909017O'P917
lIO£POP917OS9090170'17917
I1O£170179POS9090PO'179t
010£POt9tOS9090to'179t
SOO£tOP9tOS9090to'P9t
tOO£17Ot9tOS9090to·t9t
£00£POP9tOS9090to't9t
100£POt917OS9090PO·t9t
01OIt0179tOS9090to'P9t

11;)018:sosna:)pg.l~sosna:)

610ItOP9POS9090to·t9t
8IOItOt9POS9090to·t9t
LIOltOt9tOS909017O·t9t
9IOIPOt9tOS9090PO·t9t
Sl0ltOt9tOS9090PO·t9t
tIOltOt9tOS9090to·t9t
flOItOt9tOS9090to·t9t
1I0ItOt9tOS9090PO·t9t
OIOItOt9tOS9090to·t9t
600ItOt917OS9090to·t9t
800lt0179POS9090to·t9t
LOOlt017917OS9090to'P917
900ItOt9POS9090to·t9t
SOOItOt9tOS9090to·t9t
tOOltOt9POS9090PO·t9t
£00ItOt9tOS9090PO·t9t
lOOIt017917OS9090to·t917
100ItOP9tOS9090to·t9t
910l£Ot9POS9090£0·t9t
SlOl£Ot9tOS9090£0·t9t
PIOlfOt9POS9090£0·t917
flOlfOt9tOS9090£O'P9P
llOlfOt9POS9090£O·t9t
IIOl£Ot917OS9090£0·t917
olOl£Ot917OS9090£0·t9t
600l£Ot9tOS9090£0't9P
800lfOP9tOS9090£0·t9t
LOOl£Ot9tOS9090£O·t9t
900l£Ot9tOS9090fO·t9t
SOOl£OP9tOS9090£0·t9t
17OOl£Ot9POS9090£0·t9t
£00l£Ot9tOS9090fO·t9t
lOOl£Ot9POS9090£O'P9t
IOOl£OP9tOS9090£O·t9t

11;)018sosna:)l;)g.l~snsuo.j



Lv

6901'£01'V1'O~9090£0'1'1'1'
S901'£01'ttO~9090£O'1't1'
L901'£OtttO~9090£O'tt1'
990t£OtttO~9090£O'tt1'
~90t£01'ttO~9090£0'1'1'1'
1'901'£OtttO~9090£O'tt1'
£901'£OtttO~9090£O't1'1'
Z90t£OtttO~9090£0'1'1'1'
1901'£OtttO~9090£O't1'1'
O£01'£01'ttO~9090£O'1't1'
6Z01'£OtttO~9090£O'1'tt
SZOt£OtttO~9090£O'ttt
LZOt£OtttO~9090£0'1'1'1'
nOt£OtttO~9090£O't1't
~ZOt£OtttO~9090£O't1't
1'ZOt£OtttO~9090£O't1'1'
£Z01'£OtttO~9090£O't1'1'
ZZOt£OtttO~9090£O't1't
1ZOt£OtttO~9090£0'1'1'1'
OZ01'£01'ttO~9090£0'1'1'1'

)(;)018snsu3:::>PB.lJ.snsuej

6101'£Ot1'tO~9090£0'1'1'1'
SlO1'£Ott1'O~9090£O't1'1'
LT01'£Ott1'O~9090£O'ttt
9T01'£01't1'O~9090£O'tt1'
~101'£01'ttO~9090£O'ttt
tlO1'£Ot1'1'O~9090£O'ttt
£T01'£OtttO~9090£O't1'1'
ZI01'£OtttO~9090£O'ttt
I101'£Ot1'tO~9090£O'ttt
OlO1'£Ott1'O~9090£O'ttt
6001'£01'1'tO~9090£O'ttt
SOO1'£Ott1'O~9090£O'ttt
LOO1'£Ot1'1'O~9090£O'ttt
9001'£OtttO~9090£O'ttt
~OO1'£OtttO~9090£O'ttt
tOOpt01'ttO~9090£O'ttt
£OO1'£Ot1'1'O~9090£O'ttt
ZOO1'£Ott1'O~9090£O'ttt
lOO1'£01't1'O~9090£O't1'1'
OOO1'£OtttO~9090£O'VPt

)(;)018snsua:::>PB.lJ.snsu3:::>

:S){;)0Iqsnsuoo'aU!MOIIOJoqijoSlS!SUO;)l'P!JlS!OItl!JOS!AJ;:)dnS
OO'~Ot6lO'I9t0I'9~1'tI'Z~1'9I'I~ttZ'6tt90'91'1'
OO'tOt600'6~t90'%t£I'Z~t~I'I~t£Z'61't~O'91't
00'lOt660'L~1'ZO'~~tZI'Z~1'tI'I~tZZ'61'tto'91't
ZO'tI~SO'L~tIO'~~1'60'Z~tOl'T~tIZ'61'tZO'9tt
tonsLO'L~t90'£~1'LO'Z~t60'l~t6I'6tttZ'~tt
ZO'~6t90'L~1'~O'£~1'6Z'I~t£0'T~tSl'6tt£Z'~1't

OO'OlS6lO'~6tto'L~t£O'£~1'SZ'I~1'OO'O~tLI'6ttIZ'~1't
00'tl1'6OO't6t£O'L~tZO'£~1'zzts+pt'6tt9l'6ttOZ'~1't
00'£11'6ZO'l6t6I'9~t~£'Z~1'n'l~t££'61'tlI'61'1'Sl'~tt
00'Zlt6IO'l61'SI'9~t1'£'Z~t~Z'l~1'Z£'6ttLO'6t1'LI'~tt
00'l1t6ZO'U1'LI'9~1'rrzs+1'Z'I~1'T£'6ttto'61't9l'~tt
ZO'OI1'6lO'Ut9I'9~tSZ'Z~t£Z'I~1'O£'6ttLO'S1't~l'~1't
lO'Ol1'6OO'OLt~I'9~tn'z~tZZ'I~t6Z'6tt90'SttOI'~tt
OO'60t6OO'69ttl'9~ttZ'Z~tOZ'I~tSZ'61't~O'Stt60'~1't
OO'SOt6OO'Z9tst'9~tzzzse61'I~tLZ'6ttto'SttLO'~tt
00'LOt6£O'l9tZl'9~tLl'Z~tSI'I~tn'61'tZO'L1't~O'~tt
00'901'6ZO'191'Itss+91'Z~tLI'I~1'~Z'6t1'IO'Lttto't1't

.sioansnsuao;:)IO{{M'aU!MOIIoJoqijoSlS!SUO;)tP!JlS!O(tlPOS!AJ;:)dnS

..P!.I}S!<IIB!.I0S!A.l3dnS

lU~WU'a!SSVPR1lsnsu~JIZOZs~ptlpun08P!llS!GItl!lOs!Al~dns~P!Sl~A!lIJOAlUnO;)



Bt

L£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
9£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
S£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
t£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
££OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
Z£OISOtttOS9090so·ttt
I£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
0£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6Z0ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
8Z0ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
9Z0ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£ZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ZZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
OZOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6IOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
8IOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
9IOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£I0ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ZIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
OIOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
600ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
800ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LOOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
900ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SOOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tOOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£OOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ZOOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IOOISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
000ISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LZlt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
9ZIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt

Jf;)OIHsosuo};)J;)lU.Lsosuo};)

SZIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
80It£OtttOS9090£o·ttt
LOlt£OtttOS9090£o·vvt
90It£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
SOIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
toIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
£0It£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
ZOIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
IOIt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
00It£OvvtOS9090£O·ttt
660t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
860t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
L60t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
960t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
S60t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
t60t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
£60t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
Z60t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
160t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
060t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
680t£OtttOS9090£O·tvv
880t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
L80t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
980t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
S80t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
t80t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
£80t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
Z80t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
180t£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
080t£OtttOS9090£O·tvv
6LOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
8LOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
LLOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
9LOt£OvvtOS9090£O·ttt
SLOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
tLOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
£LOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
ZLOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
ILOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt
OLOt£OtttOS9090£O·ttt

Jf;)OIHsosuo};)P1U.Lsosuo};)



6v

900ILOvvtOS9090LO·ttt
SOOILOtttOS9090LO·ttt
00OILOtttOS9090LO·ttt
Sto£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
LtO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
9tO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
StO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ttO£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
£to£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ZtO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ItO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
OtO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6£O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
S£O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
L£0£SOttvOS9090SO·ttt
9£O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
S£O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
t£O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
££O£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
Z£0£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
I£0£SOttvOS9090SO·ttt
0£0£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6Z0£SOttvOS9090SO·ttt
SZO£SOttvOS9090So·ttt
no£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SZO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tZO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£ZO£SOttvOS9090So·ttt
ZZO£SOttvOS9090SO·ttt
IZO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
OZO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6IO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SIO£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
9IO£SOtttOS9090SO·tH
SIO£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
tIO£SOttvOS9090SO·ttt
£IO£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
tOO£SOttvOS9090So·ttt
£00£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IOO£SOtttOS9090SO·ttt

Jf;)OI9:snsuo.jPB.l~snsn;);)

000£SOtttOS9090So·ttt
L£OZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
9£OZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
S£OZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
t£oZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
££OZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
Z£OZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
I£OZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
0£OZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
6Z0ZS0tttOS9090SO·ttt
SZOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LZOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
9Z0ZS0tttOS9090So·ttt
SZOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tZOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£ZOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
ZZOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
lZOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
OZOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
6IOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SIOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
LIOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
9IOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
SIOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tIOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£IOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
ZIOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IIOZSOttvOS9090SO·ttt
OIOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
600ZS0tttOS9090SO·ttt
SOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
LOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
900ZS0tttOS9090SO·ttt
SOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
tOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
£OOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
ZOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt
IOOZSOtttOS9090So·ttt
OOOZSOtttOS9090SO·ttt,.

S£OISOtttOS9090SO·ttt
Jf;)oU[snsuo.jPB.I~snsn;);)



as

690£WvvvO~9090LO'vvv
890£LOvvvO~9090W'VVV
L90£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
990£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
~90£LOVVVO~9090LO'vvv
v90£WvvvO~9090LO'vvv
£90£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
Z90£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
190£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
090£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
6~O£LOvvvO~9090W'VVV
8~O£LOVVVO~9090LO'vvv
L~O£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
9~O£LOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
~~O£LOVVVO~9090LO'vvv
v~O£LOvvvO~9090W'vtt
£~O£LOtvtO~9090LO'vtt
Z~O£LOvtvO~9090LO·ttt
I~O£LOtttO~9090LO'vtt
O~O£WtttO~9090W·ttt
6vO£LOttvO~9090LO·ttv
8vO£LOttvO~9090W'vtt
LvO£LOvvvO~9090LO'vtt
9vO£WttvO~9090LO·ttt
~tO£WttvO~9090LO·ttt
vtO£LOttvO~9090LO·ttt
£to£LOttvO~9090LO·ttt
ZvO£LOtvvO~9090LO'vvt
ItO£LOttvO~9090W'ttt
OtO£LOtttO~9090W·ttt
6£O£WtvvO~9090LO'ttt
8£O£LOttvO~9090LO'tvv
L£O£LOtttO~9090LO'vvt
9£O£LOttvO~9090LO·ttt
~£O£LOtttO~9090LO'vtt
t£O£LOvttO~9090LO'vtv
££O£LOtttO~9090LO·ttt
Z£O£LOvttO~9090LO'vtt
I£O£LOvvtO~9090LO'vtv
O£O£WttvO~9090LO·ttt

Jf30lHsosu<J;:)J3B.I.1SOSU<J;:)

6ZO£LOttvO~9090LO·tvt
8ZO£WttvO~9090LO·tvv
aO£LOttvO~9090LO·tvt
9Z0£WttvO~9090LO·ttt
~ZO£LOvtvO~9090LO·ttt
tZO£WtttO~9090LO'tvt
£ZO£LOtttO~9090LO·tvt
ZZO£WtttO~9090LO·ttv
lZO£LOtttO~9090LO·tvv
OZO£LOtvtO~9090LO'ttv
6IO£LOtttO~9090LO·ttt
8IO£LOvvtO~9090LO·tvt
LIO£LOtttO~9090LO'tvt
9IO£LOvvvO~9090LO·ttt
~1O£LOvttO~9090LO·ttt
tIO£LOtttO~9090LO·tvt
£IO£LOvttO~9090LO·ttt
ZIO£LOtttO~9090LO·ttt
IIO£LOvttO~9090LO·ttt
OIO£LOtttO~9090LO·ttt
600£LOtttO~9090LO·ttt
800£LOvtvO~9090LO'ttt
LOO£LOtvtO~9090LO·ttt
900£LOtvtO~9090LO·tvt
~OO£LOvttO~9090LO·tvt
tOO£LOvttO~9090LO·ttt
£OO£LOvttO~9090LO·ttt
ZOO£LOvvtO~9090LO·tvt
IOO£LOtttO~9090LO·tvt
OOO£LOtttO~9090LO'vvv
610ILOtttO~9090LO·tvt
810ILOvttO~9090LO'ttt
L10ILOttvO~9090LO'vvt
£IOILOvvvO~9090LO'vvt
ZIOILOtvvO~9090LO'vtv
IIOILOtvvO~9090W'vvt
OIOILOvttO~9090LO'vvv
600ILOvvvO~9090LO'vvv
8001LOtvtO~9090LO'vvv
LOOILOvtvO~9090LO'vtt

Jf30lHsosu<J;:)13B.I.1sosu<J;:)



"'[5

6LO£LOttt05;9090LO"ttt
8LO£LOttt05;9090LO"ttt
LLO£LOttt05;9090LO"ttt
9LO£Wttt05;9090LO"ttt
SLO£LOttt05;9090W"ttt

If;)OIHsosna;)1;)1U~sosna;)

tLO£LOtttOS9090LO"ttt
£LO£LOttt05;9090LO"ttt
ZLO£LOvttOS9090LO"ttv
ILO£LOvttOS9090LO"ttt
OLO£LOvttOS9090LO"ttt

If;)OIHsosna;)l;)tU~sosna;)



lS

LOOvZIZZvO~9090ZI"ZZV
900vZIZZvO~9090ZI"ZZV
~OOvZIZZvO~9090ZI"ZZV
vOOvZIZZvO~9090ZI"ZZV
fOOvZIZZvO~9090ZI"ZZv
ZOOvZIZZvO~9090ztzz«
IOOvZIZZvO~9090zrzz«
OOOvZIZZvO~9090ztzzv
IIOfZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
OIOfZIZZvO~9090ztzzr
600fZIZZvO~9090ztzze
SOOfZIZZvO~9090ztzze
LOOfZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
~OOfZIZZvO~9090ztzz+
vOOfZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
fOOfZIZZvO~9090zrzz«
OOOfZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
ZTOZZIZZvO~9090zrzzr
IIOZZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
OIOZZIZZvO~9090zrZZt
600ZZIZZvO~9090ztzze
SOOZZIZZvO~9090ztzze
LOOZZIZZvO~9090ztzze
}f;)ol9:sosna:)Pll.l.Lsosna:)

900ZZlZZVO~9090ZI'ZZv
~OOZZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
vOOZZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZV
fOOZZlZZVO~9090ZI'ZZv
ZOOZZIZZVO~9090ZI'ZZV
lOOZZlZZVO~9090ZI'ZZv
OOOZZIZZVO~9090ZI'ZZv
~IOIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
-rorZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
fIOIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
ZIOIZlZZvO~9090ZI'ZZV
1101ZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
01OIZIZZvO~9090zrzzv
6001ZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZV
SOOIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
LOO1ZIZZVO~9090ZI'ZZv
9001ZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
~OOIZlZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
vOOIZIZZvO~9090ztzz»
fOOIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZV
ZOOIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv
IOOIZIZZvO~9090ztzzr
00OIZIZZvO~9090ZI'ZZv

}f;)0UIsosna:)l;)ll.l.Lsosna:)

:S)j:J0JqsnSU;):J'ilu1MOnOJ;)quosistsuoo~P11lS!O1~!loS1Al;)dns

ZO'68VOO'OVVLO'8fvfl'~fv60'ffv6I'~ZVLO'~Zv
IO'6Sv00'6fvZO'8fvztsr+LO'ffv81'~ZVII'vZv
OO'SSvvZ'SfvZO'9fv60'~fv90'ffvLr~ZvOI'vZv
OO'LSvfZ'SfvIO'9fv90'~fvtv'LZv9I"~ZV60'VZV
OO'fSvZZ'SfvvZ'~fv~O'~£VVZ'9ZV~r~zvso'vzv
OO'S9VIZ'SftfZ'~fvfO'~£v£Z'9ZVvl'~ZvLO'vZv

OO'~Iv6OO'£VVOZ'S£VZZ'~£V~O'V£VZZ'9ZV£r~zv90'VZV
ZO'£I~OO'ZvvSI'S£vIZ'~£vVO'V£VIZ'9Zvzr~zv~o'vzv
IO'£I~vO'ltV£rSftozso£O'V£V£Z'~ZVII'~ZvVO'VZV
00'IIs£O'Ivvzrs£v61'~fv10'v£vZZ'~ZVOI'~Zv£O'VZV
ZO'06VZO'ltVOI'S£vsr~£vSI'££VIZ'~Zv60'~ZVZO'VZV
10'06VIO'lvv60'S£VLr~£v91'££vOZ'~ZV80'~ZV10'VZV

.sioausnSU;):J;)loqM'ilU!MOnOJoqrjoSlS!SUO:J~P!llS!O1~!lOS!Al;)dns

SP!.IlS!U11lPOS!A.ladoS

lu~wu3!ssVpt!Jlsnsu;}JIzozS;}!J~pun08.P!llS!GIt!!JOS!AJ;}dnS~P!SJ;}A!lIJOAlunoJ



£s

£IOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
ZIOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
IIOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
OIOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
600IZ117Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
800IZ117Z170S9090zr'17Z17
LOOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
900IZ117Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
SOOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
1700IZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
£00IZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
ZOOIZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
100IZI17Z170S9090ZI'17Z17
000IZI17Z170S9090Z{"17Z17
L170£00£Z170S9090OO'£Z17
£170£00£Z170S9090OO'£Z17
Z170£00£Z170S9090OO'£Z17
000£00£Z170S9090OO'£Z17
8lO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
LIO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
9lO£17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
S10£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
17Io£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
£10£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
ZIO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
IIO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
OIO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
600£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
800£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
LOO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
900£171ZZ170S909017{"ZZ17
SOO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
1700£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
£00£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
ZOO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
IOO£17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
000£17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
600Z17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
800Z17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
LOOZ17IZZ170S909017{"ZZ17

}{30IHsnsna;):pu~snsna;)

900Z17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
SOOZ17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
1700Z17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
£00Z17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
ZOOZ17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
IOOZ17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
000Z17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
ISOI17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
OSOI17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
6170I17IZZ170S909017l"ZZ17
8170I17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
L170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
9170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
S170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
17170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
£170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
Z170I17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
l170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
0170117IZZ170S909017I'ZZt
6£OItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
8£OItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
L£OItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
9£OItIZZtOS9090trZzt
S£OItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
t£OI17IZZtOS909017I'ZZt
££OItIZZtOS9090tI'ZZt
Z£OItIZZtOS9090171'ZZt
I£OItIZZtOS909017I'ZZV
SZOItIZZtOS9090tI'ZZV
tZOItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
£ZOItIZZtOS909017I'ZZt
ZZOI17IZZ170S909017I'ZZt
IZOI17IZZ170S9090tI'ZZt
OZOItIZZ170S909017I'ZZt
6IOItIZZtOS909017I'ZZV
8IOItIZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
LIOI17IZZ170S909017I'ZZ17
£IOI17IZZ170S9090171'ZZ17
600tZIZZ170S9090ZI'ZZ17
80017ZIZZ170S9090ZI'ZZ17

}{30IHsnsna;)J3'u~snsna;)



17S

OOO£9Z9Z170~90909Z'9Z17
~IOZ9Z9Z170~90909Z'9Z17
£IOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
ZIOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
IIOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
OIOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
600Z~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
800Z~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
LOOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
900Z~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
~OOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
1700Z~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
£OOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
ZOOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
IOOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
OOOZ~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
IZOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
OZOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
6IOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
8IOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
LIOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
9IOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
17IOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
£IOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
ZIO1~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
IIOI~O~Z170~9090~O'~Z17
8IO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
LIO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
9IO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
~IO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
17IO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
£IO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
ZIO£Z117Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
IIO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
01O£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
600£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
800£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
900£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
~OO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
1700£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
}(aolHsnsuo.jPIU.!sosua;)

£OO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
ZOO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
IOO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
OOO£ZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
~ZOZZI17Z170~9090Z1'17Z17
17Z0ZZ117Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
£ZOZZI17Z170~9090Z1'17Z17
ZZOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
IZOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
OZOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
610ZZ117Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
810ZZr17Z170~9090Z1'17Z17
LIOZZI17Z170~9090Z1'17Z17
910ZZ117Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
s1OZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
171OZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
£IOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
ZIOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
IIOZZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
OIOZZI17Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
600ZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
800ZZ117Z170~9090ZI"17Z17
LOOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
900ZZI17Z170~9090Z1'17Z17
~OOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
1700ZZI17Z170~9090ZI'PZP
£OOZZIPZPO~9090ZI'PZP
ZOOZZIPZPO~9090ZI"PZP
IOOZZI17ZPO~9090ZI'PZ17
OOOZZI17Z170~9090ZI'17Z17
£ZOIZI17ZPO~9090ZI'PZP
ZZOIZI17Z170~9090ZI'PZV
IZOIZIPZvO~9090ZI'PZV
OZOIZI17ZPO~9090ZI"PZV
6IOIZIPZPO~9090ZI"PZV
810IZIVZPO~9090ZI"PZP
LIOIZlvZvO~9090ZI"VZP
910IZIvZvO~9090ZI'VZV
~IOIZI17ZvO~9090ZI'PZV
vIOIZIvZvO~9090ZI'PZP
l(aolHsosua;)laB.l.!snsue.j



55

LOO£61LZPOS90906l"LZP
900£61LZPOS9090610LZP
SOO£61LZPOS9090610LZP
POO£61LZPOS9090610LZP
£00£61LZPOS9090610LZP
lOO£61LlPOS90906loLlP
1OO£61LlPOS90906loLlP
000£6ILlPOS90906loLlP
610l61LlPOS9090610LlP
810l61LlPOS9090610LlP
L10Z61LlPOS90906l"LlP
91OZ6ILlPOS9090610LlP
SIOl6ILlPOS90906IoLlP
P10Z61LlPOS90906IoLlP
£IOZ61LlPOS90906loLlP
llOl6lLlPOS90906loLlP
IlOZ6lLlPOS9090610LlP
OlOZ6lLlPOS90906IoLlP
600Z61LlPOS90906loLlP
800l61LlPOS90906l"LlP
LOOZ61LlPOS9090610LlP
900Z6ILlPOS9090610LlP
SOOl61LlPOS9090610LlP
POOZ6ILlPOS90906IoLlP
£00Z61LlPOS90906loLlP
lOOZ6lLlPOS90906loLlP
IOOZ61LlPOS9090610LlP
OOOZ61LlPOS9090610LlP

9l0161LlPOS9090610LlP

SlO161LlPOS90906l"LlP
PZOl6lLlPOS90906loLlP
£Z0161LlPOS9090610LlP
l1016lLlPOS90906l"LlP
lZ0161LlPOS90906loLlP
OlO161LlPOS90906I"LlP
6I0161LlPOS9090610LlP
8IOI61LlPOS90906lOLlP
LI0161LlPOS90906loLlP
9IO16ILlPOS90906l"LlP
S10161LlPOS9090610LlP

">13018snsuo-jlJB.I~snsne.j

PI0161LlPOS90906I"LZP
£I016ILlPOS90906loLlP
Z1016lLlPOS90906l"LlP
I1016lLlPOS90906loLlP
O1Ol6ILlPOS90906loLlP
60016lLlPOS90906loLZP
80016lLlPOS90906loLlP
LOO16lLlPOS90906loLlP
900161LlPOS909061"LlP
SOO161LlPOS909061°LlP
POOl61LlPOS909061°LlP
£OOl61LlPOS909061°LlP
lOOl61LlPOS90906loLlP
IOOl6lLlPOS90906loLlP
OOO161LlPOS909061°LlP
IIOZZ£91POS9090Z£o9ZP
1£0£9191POS90909Zo9ZP
0£0£9l91POS90909lo91P
6Z0£9191POS90909lo9ZP
8Z0£9Z91POS90909zo91P

LlO£9Z9ZPOS90909Zo9ZP
9l0£9Z9ZPOS90909Zo9ZP
SlO£9Z9ZPOS90909Zo9ZP
PZO£9Z91POS90909zo91P
£ZO£9Z9ZPOS90909Zo91P
ZZO£9Z9ZPOS90909lo91P
IZO£9191POS90909Zo91P

OZO£9Z91POS90909lo9ZP
610£9Z91POS90909lo91P
9IO£9Z9ZPOS90909zo91P
SI0£9191POS90909lo91P
ZI0£9191POS90909lo91P
110£9Z9ZPOS90909zo91P

OI0£9Z91POS90909zo91P

600£9Z91POS90909Zo91P

SOO£9Z91POS90909lo9ZP
POO£9191POS90909Zo91P
£OO£9191POS90909zo91P

ZOO£9191POS90909lo9ZP
100£9191POS90909zo91P

">13018snsuejPll.l~snsu.,;:)



9S

6IOI~tatO~9090~t"at
8IOI~tatO~9090~t"at
LIOI~tLZtO~9090~t"at
9IOI~tLZtO~9090~t"at
~IOI~tatO~9090~t"LZt
tIOI~tatO~9090~t"at
£IOI~tato~9090~t"at
ZIOI~tLZtO~9090~t"at
IIOI~tatO~9090~v"av
OIOI~vLZvO~9090~t"av
600I~vLZvO~9090~v"av
800I~vavO~9090~v"av
LOOI~tLZtOS9090~v"av
900ISvLZvOS9090StOat
SOOI~vLZvO~9090~v"av
tOOISvLZvOS9090Sv"av
£OOI~vLZvOS9090Sv"av
WOI~tLZtOS9090StOat
IOOIStLZtOS9090StOat
000IStLZtOS9090~t"at
tOOIL£LZtO~9090H"at
8Z0££UZtO~9090£z"at
LZO££UZVOS9090£z"at
9l0££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
~W££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
tZO££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
£ZO££UZtOS9090£z"at
ZW££UZtO~9090£z"at
IZO££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
01O££UZtO~9090£z"at
6IO££ZLZtOS9090£Z"LZt
8IO££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
tIO££UZtOS9090£z"at
£I0££ZLZtO~9090£z"at
ZIO££ZLZtO~9090£z"at
IIO££ZLZtO~9090£z"at
£00££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
000££ZLZtOS9090£z"at
O£O£OZLZtO~9090oz"at
~ZO£OZLZvOS9090oz"at

JJ;J0I8:snsuejPB.I.Lsosna;)

tZO£OUZtO~9090OZ"LZt
600£OZLZtOS9090oz"at
LOO£OZavO~9090OZ"LZt
900£OZatOS9090OZ"LZt
~00£OZLZvOS9090OZ"LZt
tOO£OZLZtO~9090Oz"at
£00£OZLZtO~9090OZ"LZt
100£OZLZtO~9090OZ"LZt
IOO£OZLZtO~9090OZ"LZt
000£OZLZtO~9090Oz"at
SIOIOZLZVOS9090OZ"LZt
OIOIOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZv
600IOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZt
800IOZLZvOS9090OZ"av
LOOIOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZt
900IOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZv
SOOIOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZv
vOOIOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZv
£00IOZLZvO~9090OZ"LZt
ZOOIOZLZvO~9090OZ"LZt
IOOIOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZv
000IOZLZvOS9090OZ"LZt
v£O£6ILZvOS90906I"LZv
Z£O£6ILZtOS90906I"LZv
I£0£6ILZtOS90906I"LZv
0£0£6ILZvOS90906I"LZt
6Z0£6ILZvO~90906I"LZt
8Z0£6ILZvOS90906I"LZv
LZO£6ILZtOS90906I"LZv
91O£6ILZvOS90906I"LZv
~ZO£6ILZvO~90906I"LZv
vlO£6ILZvO~90906I"LZv
£ZO£6ILZvOS90906I"LZt
ZlO£6ILZvOS90906I"LZt
IZO£6ILZvO~90906I"LZt
01O£6ILZvOS90906I"LZt
6IO£6ILZtOS90906I"LZv
OIO£6ILZvOS90906I"LZt
600£6ILZvO~90906I"LZt
800£6ILZvO~909061"LZt

Jf;JOIHsosna;)PB.I.Lsnsuo.j



LS

tIO£tO££tO~9090to·££l'
Z:IO£tO££tO~9090170·££17
IIO£tO££tO~9090170·££17
OIO£l'O££tO~9090170·££17
600£tO££tO~9090170·££17
800£tO££tO~9090170·££17
LOO£tO££tO~9090170·££17
900£tO££tO~9090to·££l'
~OO£tO££tO~9090170·££17
tOo£V0££tO~9090170·££17
Z:OO£Z:6z:£tO~9090Z:6·z:£t
0z:0£~tatO~9090~t·at
9IO£~tatO~9090~t·at
tIO£~tLltO~9090~t·at
£IO£~tLltO~9090~t·at
Z:IO£~l'LltO~9090~t·at
IIO£~l'LltO~9090~t·at
OIO£~tatO~9090~t·at
600£~tatO~9090~t·at
800£~tatO~9090~t·at
LOO£~tatO~9090~t·at
900£~tato~9090~t·at
~OO£~tatO~9090~t·at
tOO£~tatO~9090~t·at
£OO£~l'atO~9090~t·Llt
z:oo£~l'atO~9090~t·Llt
IOO£~tatO~9090~t·at
000£~tatO~9090~t·at
tIoz:~tatO~9090~t·at
Z:IOZ:~tatO~9090~t·at
IIOZ:~l'atO~9090~t·at
OIOZ:~tatO~9090~t·at
600z:~tatO~9090~t·at
800Z:~l'atO~9090~t·at
Looz:~tatO~9090~t·at
900z:~tatO~9090~t·at
~00z:~tatO~9090~t·at
tOoz:~tatO~9090~t·at
£00Z:~l'atO~9090~t·at
z:ooz:~tato~9090~t·at

}f30IHsnsuOl;:)Plt.l~snsue.j

IOOZ:~tatO~9090~t·at
oooz:~tal'o~9090~t·at
L~OI~tLZtO~9090~t·at
9~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
~~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
t~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
£~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
Z:~01~tatO~9090~t·at
I~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
O~OI~tatO~9090~t·at
6tOI~tatO~9090~t·at
8tOI~tatO~9090~t·at
LtOI~tatO~9090~t·at
9tOI~tatO~9090~t·at
~tO[~tatO~9090~t·at
ttO[~tatO~9090~t·at
£tOI~tatO~9090~t·at
z:tOI~tatO~9090~t·at
ItO[~tatO~9090~t·al'
OtOI~tatO~9090~t·at
6£OI~tatO~9090~t·at
8£O[~tatO~9090~t·at
L£OI~tatO~9090~t·at
9£OI~tatO~9090~t·at
~£OI~tatO~9090~t·at
t£OI~tato~9090~t·al'
££01~tatO~9090~t·at
Z:£OI~tatO~9090~t·at
I£OI~tatO~9090~t·al'
O£O[~tatO~9090~t·al'
6Z:0[~tatO~9090~t·al'
8Z:0[~tatO~9090~t·at
aOI~tatO~9090~t·at
9l0I~tatO~9090~t·al'
~Z:OI~tatO~9090~t·at
tZ:OI~tatO~9090~t·at
£Z:0[~tatO~9090~t·at
Z:Z:OI~tLZtO~9090~t·at
IZ:OI~tLZtO~9090~t·at
OZ:OI~tLZtO~9090~t·at

}f30I8snsuOl;:)Plt.l~snsu;};:)



85

zt0161££VOS909061·££17
110161££VOS90906r££v
01016I££VOS909061"££17
60016I££vOS90906r££v
80016I££vOS909061"££17
LOOI6I££vOS909061"££17
90016I££vOS90906r££v
SOOI6I££vOS90906r££v
vOOI6I££vOS909061·££17
£OOI6I££vOS90906r££v
ZOOI6I££vOS90906r££v
10016I££vOS90906r££v
00016I££vOS909061"££17
810ZZI££vOS9090zr££v
LIOZZ1££VOS9090zr££v
910ZZI££VOS9090Z1"££V
SIOZZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
ZIozzt££VOS9090Z1"££V
LOOZZI££vOS9090zr££v
900ZZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
SOOZZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
vOOZZI££vOS9090zr££v
£00ZZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
ZOOZZI££vOS9090zr££v
100ZZI££vOS9090zr·££v
6IOIZI££vOS9090ZI·££v
8101ZI££VOS9090ZI·££v
L10IZI££VOS9090ZI·££17
9IOIZI££17OS9090zr££v
1710IZI££17OS9090ZI·££v
£10lZ1££VOS9090zr££v
ZIOIZI££vOS9090Z1"££17
110IZ1££17OS9090zr££v
oIOlZI££VOS9090ZI·££v
600IZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
800IZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
LOOIZI££vOS9090zr££v
900IZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
SOOIZI££VOS9090Z1"££V
vOOIZI££vOS9090zr££v
}f3018snsne.jp~J~sosna;)

£00IZI££vOS9090ZI·££v
ZOOIZI££vOS9090Z1"££V
100IZI££vOS9090ZI·££v
000IZI££17OS9090Z1"££V
LOOIII££VOS909011·££17
900III££VOS909011·££17
SOOII1££VOS909011·££17
vOOIII££vOS909011·££17
£00111££VOS909011·££17
ZOOIII££VOS909011"££17
100111££VOS909011·££17
000II1££VOS909011·££17
vOOZ01££vOS909001"££17
£00ZOl££vOS909001·££17
ZOOZOl££vOS909001·££17
100ZOl££vOS909001"££17
000ZOl££vOS909001·££17
100I01££vOS909001·££17
000101££VOS909001·££17
£IOZ80££vOS909080·££17
Z1OZ80££vOS909080·££17
110Z80££VOS909080·££17
SOOZ80££vOS909080·££17
£00Z80££VOS909080·££17
000Z80££VOS909080·££17
900180££VOS909080·££17
SOOI80££vOS909080·££17
9Z0SvO££vOS9090170·££17
SZOSvO££vOS9090170·(£17
ZZOSVO££VOS9090170·(£17
lZOSvOHvOS9090vO·Hv
OZOSVO££VOS9090170·££17
610SVO££VOS9090vO·Hv
810SVO££VOS9090170·££17
LIOSvO££vOS9090170·££17
91OSVO££VOS9090170·££17
SIOSvO££vOS9090170·££17
vIOSvO££vOS9090170·££17
810£vO££vOS9090170·££17
910£VO££VOS9090170·££17
}f3018sosna;)p~J~sosna;)



~--.-

6S

POOI£OL£VOS9090£O'L£P
£OOI£OL£POS9090£O'L£P
WOI£OL£POS9090£O'L£P
IOOI£OL£POS9090£O'L£V
OOOI£OL£POS9090£O'L£P
9IOZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
SroZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
£00ZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
ZOOZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
IOOZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
000ZZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
Z£OIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
I£OIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
0£OIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
6Z0IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
8Z0IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
LZOlZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
nOlZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
SZOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
PZOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
£ZOIZOL£VOS9090ZO'L£V
ZZOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
IZOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
OZOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£V
6101ZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
8101ZOL£POS9090ZO'HP
LIOlZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
9101ZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
SI0IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
PIOlZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
£l0IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
ZIOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
IlOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
otoIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
600IZOL£VOS9090ZO'L£P
800IZOL£POS9090ZO'HP
LOOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
9001Z0L£POS9090ZO'L£P
SOOIZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
POOlZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P

Jf30lRSOSU;);,)P1U~SOSU;);,)

£00IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
ZOOIZOL£POS9090ZO'HP
IOOIZOL£POS9090W'L£P
000IZOL£POS9090ZO'L£P
LIOZlOL£POS9090IO'L£P
9IOZIOHPOS9090IO'L£P
SIOZIOL£POS9090IO'HP
PIOZIOHPOS9090IO'L£P
£lOZIOL£POS9090IO'HP
SOOZIOHPOS9090IO'L£V
POOZIOL£POS909010'L£P
£00ZIOL£POS909010'L£P
ZOOZIOL£POS9090lO'L£P
100ZIOL£POS909010'L£P
000ZIOHPOS9090lO'L£P
8Z0Z61££POS90906I'££P
LZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
nOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
SZOZ61££POS90906I'££P
PZOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
610Z61££POS90906I'££P
8lOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
LIOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
9IOZ61££POS90906I'££P
SIOZ61££POS90906I'££P
PlOZ61££POS90906I'££P
£IOZ61££POS90906I'££P
ZlOZ61££POS90906I'££P
IIOZ61££POS90906I'££P
OIOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
600Z6I££POS90906I'££P
800Z61££POS909061'££P
LOOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
900Z6I££POS90906I'££V
SOOZ6I££POS90906I'££P
POOZ61££POS909061'££V
£00Z61££POS90906I'££P
ZOOZ61££POS90906I'££P
IOOZ6I££POS90906I,[£P
000Z6I££POS90906l'££P

:!130mSOSU;);,)P~.l.LSOSU;);,)



09

vlOZOOL9vOS909000·L9v
flOZOOL9vOS909000·L9v
ZIOZOOL9vOS909000·L9v
IIOZOOL9vOS909000·L9v
600Z00L9vOS909000·L9v
800Z00L9vOS9090OO·L9v
LOOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
900Z00L9vOS9090OO·L9v
SOOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
vOOZOOL9vOS909000·L9v
toOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
ZOOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
lOOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
OOOZOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
oIOIOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
600100L9vOS9090OO·L9v
800100L9vOS9090OO·L9v
LOOlOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
900lOOL9vOS909000·L9v
SOOlOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
vOOlOOL9vOS9090OO·L9v
toOl00L9vOS9090OO·L9v
ZOOI00L9vOS9090OO·L9v
100100L9vOS9090OO·L9v
OOOlOOL9vOS909000·L9V
LZOfSOvvvOS9090SO·vvv
LlOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
ZlOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV- IlOfSOvvvOS9090SO·vvv
olOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
600fSOvvvOS9090SO·vvv
800fSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV

}(;)OIHsosna;:)pBJ~sosna;:)

LOOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
900fSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
SOOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
ZOOfSOvvvOS9090SO·VVV
vlOZtoLfvOS9090to·Lfv
flOZfOLfvOS9090to·Ltv
ZlOZtOLfvOS9090to·Ltv
lIOZtoLtvOS9090to·Lfv
OlOZfOLfvOS9090to·Lfv
600ZtoLfvOS9090fO·Lfv
800ZtoLfvOS9090to·Ltv
LOOZtOLfvOS9090to·Lfv
900ZWLtvO~9090to·Lfv
SOOZ£OLfvOS9090W·Lfv
vOOZWLfvOS9090to·Lfv
fOOZ£OLfvOS9090to·Lfv
ZOOZ£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
IOOZ£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
00OZ£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
810l£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
LIOl£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
910lfOL£vOS9090to·Lfv
SlOlWLfvOS9090£O·Ltv
vl0lWLfvOS9090fO·Lfv
tlOlWL£vOS9090to·Lfv
ZIOlWL£vOS9090£O·L£v
IIOlWL£vOS9090£O·L£v
OlOl£OLtvOS9090to·L£v
6001WL£vOS9090£O·Ltv
800l£OL£vOS9090£O·L£v
LOOl£OLfvOS9090W·L£v
900l£OLfvOS9090W·Ltv
SOOlWLfvOS9090to:L£v

Jt;)OIHsosna;:)l;)BJ~sosna;:)



SALTON SEA

DIAMOND VALLEY LAKE

LAKE ELSINORE

LAKE PERRIS

LAKE MATHEWS

LAKE
SKINNER

VAIL
LAKE

LAKE HEMET

CANYON
LAKE

SAN
TA

LAKE
CAHUILLA

IMPERIAL
COUNTY

LOS
ANGELES
COUNTY

ORANGE COUNTY

SAN DIEGO
COUNTY

Coronita

El Cerrito

El Sobrante

Good
Hope

Highgrove

Home Gardens

Lakeland
Village

Lake
Mathews

March
ARB

Meadowbrook

Mead
Valley

Temescal Valley

Warm
Springs

Woodcrest

Cherry Valley

East
Hemet

French Valley

Green Acres

Homeland

Lakeview

Nuevo

Romoland

Sage

Valle
Vista

Winchester

Aguanga

Anza

Bermuda Dunes

Cabazon

Desert Edge

Desert Palms

Garnet

Idyllwild-Pine Cove

Indio Hills

Lake
Riverside

Mountain Center

Sky
Valley

Thermal

Thousand
Palms

Vista Santa
Rosa

Whitewater

Mecca

North Shore

Oasis

Canyon Lake

Corona

Eastvale

Jurupa Valley

Lake Elsinore

Norco
Riverside

Wildomar

Banning

Beaumont

Calimesa

Hemet

Menifee

Moreno Valley

Murrieta

Perris

San Jacinto

Temecula

Cathedral City

Desert Hot Springs

Indian Wells

Indio

La Quinta

Palm Desert

Palm Springs

Rancho Mirage

Coachella

Riverside Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021

RIV
ER

COLORADO RIVER

IMPERIAL
COUNTY

LA PAZ
COUNTY, AZ

Blythe

Desert
Center

Mesa Verde

Ripley

Cities

Census Designated Places

Census Tracts

Riverside Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

IMPERIAL COUNTYSAN DIEGO COUNTY

LA PAZ COUNTY, AZ

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

YUMA COUNTY, AZ



Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021
with 2020 US Census Data

Riverside County
Supervisorial District Summary

California Adjusted 2020 US Census Public Law File 94-171
Table 1. California Adjusted 2020 Census Total Population by Race/Ethnicity

District
Total 

Population Hispanic White Black

American 
Indian/ Alaskan 

Native Asian

Hawaiian or 
Other Pacific 

Islander Other Race
Two or more 
minority race

487,008 299,379 109,769 30,750 1,653 27,880 1,348 2,622 13,607

100% 61.5% 22.5% 6.3% 0.3% 5.7% 0.3% 0.5% 2.8%

488,527 228,192 153,891 26,132 1,417 57,517 1,317 2,638 17,423

100% 46.7% 31.5% 5.3% 0.3% 11.8% 0.3% 0.5% 3.6%

488,901 163,667 224,349 25,094 3,246 41,612 1,876 2,638 26,419

100% 33.5% 45.9% 5.1% 0.7% 8.5% 0.4% 0.5% 5.4%

465,027 249,662 174,359 11,628 2,022 13,913 429 2,126 10,888

100% 53.7% 37.5% 2.5% 0.4% 3.0% 0.1% 0.5% 2.3%

487,975 260,429 126,361 52,924 3,621 23,896 1,804 2,550 16,390

100% 53.4% 25.9% 10.8% 0.7% 4.9% 0.4% 0.5% 3.4%

2,417,438 1,201,329 788,729 146,528 11,959 164,818 6,774 12,574 84,727 

100% 49.7% 32.6% 6.1% 0.5% 6.8% 0.3% 0.5% 3.5%

Table 2. California Adjusted 2020 Census Total Population by Race/Ethnicity Over the Age of 18

District

Total 
Population

(Over 18)
Hispanic
(Over 18)

White
(Over 18)

Black
(Over 18)

American 
Indian/ 

Alaskan 
Native

(Over 18)
Asian

(Over 18)

Hawaiian or 
Other 

Pacific 
Islander

(Over 18)
Other Race

(Over 18)

Two or more 
minority 

race
(Over 18)

364,557 209,189 93,648 24,353 1,347 23,780 1,009 1,789 9,442

100% 57.4% 25.7% 6.7% 0.4% 6.5% 0.3% 0.5% 2.6%

364,659 158,412 125,282 20,488 1,130 45,318 1,037 1,874 11,118

100% 43.4% 34.4% 5.6% 0.3% 12.4% 0.3% 0.5% 3.0%

364,892 110,540 179,865 19,512 2,438 33,150 1,479 1,813 16,095

100% 30.3% 49.3% 5.3% 0.7% 9.1% 0.4% 0.5% 4.4%

366,963 173,482 161,072 9,253 1,590 11,861 315 1,488 7,902

100% 47.3% 43.9% 2.5% 0.4% 3.2% 0.1% 0.4% 2.2%

361,690 178,082 107,413 39,561 2,613 19,966 1,333 1,798 10,924

100% 49.2% 29.7% 10.9% 0.7% 5.5% 0.4% 0.5% 3.0%

1,822,761 829,705 667,280 113,167 9,118 134,075 5,173 8,762 55,481 

100% 45.5% 36.6% 6.2% 0.5% 7.4% 0.3% 0.5% 3.0%

CA Adjusted 2020 Census Difference from 2021 Target Supervisorial District Population of 483,488

District Number Percent Percent Spread (Largest - Smallest)

1 -3,520 -0.73%

2 -5,039 -1.04%

3 -5,413 -1.12%

4 18,461 3.82%

5 -4,487 -0.93%

1

4.94%

1

2

3

4

5

5

COUNTY 
TOTAL

COUNTY 
TOTAL

1

2

3

4

Source: California Statewide Database Public Law (P.L.) 94-171 and US Census Bureau Website, enacted by Congress in December 1975, 
requires the Census Bureau to provide states the opportunity to identify the small area geography for which they need datain order to conduct 
legislative redistricting.
For more information about Public Law (P.L.) 94-171: https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/about/rdo/summary-
files.html

https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/about/rdo/summary-files.html


Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021
with 2020 US Census Data

Riverside County
Supervisorial District Summary

California Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population 2020 US Special Tabulation From the 2015-2019 5-Year American Community Survey (ACS)

District Total

Not 
Hispanic 
or Latino

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native Alone

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Asian Alone

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Black or 
African 

American 
Alone

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Native 
Hawaiian or 

Other Pacific 
Islander 

Alone

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

White Alone

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native and 

White

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 
Asian and 

White

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Black or 
African 

American 
and White

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native and 

Black or 
African 

American

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Remainder of 
Two or More 

Race 
Responses

Hispanic 
or Latino

435,864 187,145 1,265 23,623 31,229 836 120,940 1,188 3,531 2,292 131 1,768 248,700

100% 42.9% 0.3% 5.4% 7.2% 0.2% 27.7% 0.3% 0.8% 0.5% 0.0% 0.4% 57.1%

439,933 246,440 1,011 40,724 24,470 851 167,195 1,941 4,483 2,507 172 2,659 193,705

100% 56.0% 0.2% 9.3% 5.6% 0.2% 38.0% 0.4% 1.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.6% 44.0%

457,084 310,646 2,470 29,930 23,568 2,854 232,766 2,674 7,300 3,688 704 4,336 146,389

100% 68.0% 0.5% 6.5% 5.2% 0.6% 50.9% 0.6% 1.6% 0.8% 0.2% 0.9% 32.0%

399,171 214,443 1,479 10,763 13,763 293 181,986 1,311 1,749 1,455 87 1,007 184,530

100% 53.7% 0.4% 2.7% 3.4% 0.1% 45.6% 0.3% 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.3% 46.2%

424,248 217,113 3,954 17,866 52,929 927 132,738 1,539 2,096 2,947 174 1,573 207,232

100% 51.2% 0.9% 4.2% 12.5% 0.2% 31.3% 0.4% 0.5% 0.7% 0.0% 0.4% 48.8%

2,156,300 1,175,787 10,179 122,906 145,959 5,761 835,625 8,653 19,159 12,889 1,268 11,343 980,556 

100% 54.5% 0.5% 5.7% 6.8% 0.3% 38.8% 0.4% 0.9% 0.6% 0.1% 0.5% 45.5%

District CVAP Total

CVAP Not 
Hispanic 
or Latino

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native Alone

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Asian 
Alone

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Black 
or African 
American 

Alone

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
Native 

Hawaiian or 
Other Pacific 

Islander 
Alone

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: White 
Alone

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native and 

White

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Asian 
and White

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Black 
or African 
American 
and White

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska 
Native and 

Black or 
African 

American

CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
Remainder of 
Two or More 

Race 
Responses

CVAP 
Hispanic 
or Latino

309,936 153,893 1,069 19,544 24,667 783 102,178 952 2,008 1,040 99 1,146 156,018

100% 49.7% 0.3% 6.3% 8.0% 0.3% 33.0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 0.0% 0.4% 50.3%

312,051 191,959 793 30,927 19,226 758 133,488 1,588 2,071 1,079 171 1,528 120,292

100% 61.5% 0.3% 9.9% 6.2% 0.2% 42.8% 0.5% 0.7% 0.3% 0.1% 0.5% 38.5%

324,262 235,983 1,970 22,965 18,397 2,093 180,977 1,661 3,060 1,707 453 2,242 88,147

100% 72.8% 0.6% 7.1% 5.7% 0.6% 55.8% 0.5% 0.9% 0.5% 0.1% 0.7% 27.2%

310,642 190,346 1,138 8,638 10,653 198 165,725 1,169 722 689 72 778 120,243

100% 61.3% 0.4% 2.8% 3.4% 0.1% 53.3% 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.3% 38.7%

299,807 172,301 2,780 14,328 38,816 569 110,369 1,236 1,198 1,652 169 753 127,543

100% 57.5% 0.9% 4.8% 12.9% 0.2% 36.8% 0.4% 0.4% 0.6% 0.1% 0.3% 42.5%

1,556,698 944,482 7,750 96,402 111,759 4,401 692,737 6,606 9,059 6,167 964 6,447 612,243 

100% 60.7% 0.5% 6.2% 7.2% 0.3% 44.5% 0.4% 0.6% 0.4% 0.1% 0.4% 39.3%

2

3

4

5

COUNTY 
TOTAL

1

3

4

5

2

Table 3. Citizen Population - (CVAP) 2015-2019 5-year American Community Survey (ACS)

1

2

COUNTY 
TOTAL

Table 4. Citizen Voting Age Population - (CVAP) 2015-2019 5-year American Community Survey (ACS)



Supervisorial District Boundaries 2021
with 2020 US Census Data

Riverside County
Supervisorial District Summary

District Total

Not Hispanic or 
Latino: 

American 
Indian or 

Alaska Native

Not Hispanic or 
Latino: Black 

or African 
American

Not Hispanic 
or Latino: 

Asian District
DOJ CVAP 

Total

DOJ CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: 
American 
Indian or 

Alaska Native

DOJ CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Black 
or African 
American

DOJ CVAP Not 
Hispanic or 

Latino: Asian

63,128 2,453 33,521 27,154 49,280 2,021 25,707 21,552

100% 3.9% 53.1% 43.0% 100% 3.2% 40.7% 34.1%

75,136 2,952 26,977 45,207 55,684 2,381 20,305 32,998

100% 3.9% 35.9% 60.2% 100% 3.2% 27.0% 43.9%

69,630 5,144 27,256 37,230 49,760 3,631 20,104 26,025

100% 7.4% 39.1% 53.5% 100% 5.2% 28.9% 37.4%

30,520 2,790 15,218 12,512 23,009 2,307 11,342 9,360

100% 9.1% 49.9% 41.0% 100% 7.6% 37.2% 30.7%

81,331 5,493 55,876 19,962 60,010 4,016 40,468 15,526

100% 6.8% 68.7% 24.5% 100% 4.9% 49.8% 19.1%

319,745 18,832 158,848 142,065 237,743 14,356 117,926 105,461 

100% 5.9% 49.7% 44.4% 100% 4.5% 36.9% 33.0%

3

3 3

4 4

5

Table 5. DOJ Tabulation: Citizen Population (CVAP) 2015-
2019 5-year American Community Survey (ACS)

Table 6. DOJ Tabulation: Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) 
2015-2019 5-year American Community Survey (ACS)

1 1

2 2

5

COUNTY 
TOTAL

COUNTY 
TOTAL

For more information about CVAP products, visit https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/about/voting-rights/cvap.html 
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf

Source: Statewide Database 2015-2019 Citizen Voting Age Population, adjusted to reflect reallocated incarcerated persons, on 2020 Census Blocks.
The original data source for the Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) is the American Community Survey (ACS). The ACS is an ongoing survey by the 
U.S. Census Bureau sent to approximately 250,000 households each month. The ACS estimates used to develop these data were collected from 
January 1, 2015 to December 31, 2019 utilizing the 2010 Census block groups, which were disaggregated to the 2020 Census blocks by the Statewide 
Database.

Because this is a special tabulation of data and not part of the standard data products shown on the Census Bureau’s data.census.gov website, these 
estimates are rounded. Therefore, individual categories may not exactly add to the total.

For example, the sum of each of the race groups for non-Hispanics may not be the same as the estimate given for non-Hispanics. These estimates will 

https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial/rdo/technical-documentation/special-tabulation/CVAP_2015-2019_ACS_documentation.pdf
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Executive Summary of Reports Assessing Racially Polarized Voting in 
Riverside County and the Ability of the Latino Community to Elect 

Candidates of its Choice in Proposed Draft Maps 
 

by Dr. Christian R. Grose, Dr. Natalie Masuoka, Nathan Chan, and Matthew Nelson 
  

Updated December 6, 2021 
 
Racially Polarized Voting Analyses 
 
We conducted statistical analyses of racially polarized voting in Riverside County. We 
conducted a thorough assessment of two sets of probative elections: (1) Board of Supervisor 
elections from 2014 to 2020; and (2) elections for statewide office within only Riverside County 
involving a Latino candidate from 2014 to 2020. We find that racially polarized voting between 
Latino voters and non-Hispanic white voters occurred in the last decade. Our evidence shows 
there to be racially polarized voting in both Board of Supervisor elections and exogenous 
statewide elections held within Riverside County. In addition, there is evidence that some Latino 
candidates of choice lose in Riverside County because white voters support white candidates of 
choice who defeat Latino voters’ preferred candidates. 
 
This report provides guideposts for analyzing and understanding these data analyses around 
racially polarized voting as the County conducts its redistricting process. 
 
Methodology: 
 

o We employ three different statistical methods in this report: ecological regression, 
ecological inference, and homogenous precinct analysis. All three of these methods are 
standard in the field for measuring racially polarized voting, and have been widely 
accepted by the courts. Ecological regression and ecological inference take aggregate 
data, at the precinct level, and estimate support for candidates by racial and ethnic groups 
from these aggregate data across all available voting precincts within a district or a 
county. Homogenous precinct analysis assesses those districts with very high percentages 
of a racial/ethnic group to see if voting patterns in those high-density minority or high-
density white precincts show support for one candidate.  
 

o We examined all contested primary and general elections from 2014 to 2020 for the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors. During this period, we find that racially 
polarized voting between Latino and non-Hispanic white voters has occurred in at least 
one Supervisor election held in each of the five districts. The topline summary is that 
racial polarization between Latino and non-Hispanic white voters is found in every Board 
of Supervisors district. 
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Findings for Endogenous Elections: 
 

o The analysis of both primary and general Supervisor elections between 2014 and 2020 
finds that racially polarized voting has occurred in at least one Supervisor election held in 
each of the five districts in Riverside County.  
 

o We analyzed all contested primary and general supervisor elections from 2014 to 2020. 
In 6 out of the 10 total primary races analyzed, we find racial polarization between Latino 
and non-Hispanic white voters.  In 2 out of 3 total general elections analyzed, we find 
racial polarization between Latino and non-Hispanic white voters. 
 

o In primary elections for supervisor, Latino candidates of choice lose in 40% of elections 
in which they run; and they lose to white candidates of choice. The candidate preferred 
by Latino voters in the general election, even if they were not the preferred candidate of 
Latino voters in the primary, wins in 3 of 3 general elections.  

 
Findings for Exogenous Elections: 
 

o We analyze 7 exogenous general elections held in California since 2014 that feature a 
Latino candidate running against a non-Latino candidate. Exogenous elections between a 
Latino candidate and a non-Latino candidate are highly probative for assessing racially 
polarized voting. In Riverside County, 86% of these exogenous general elections had 
racially polarized voting between Latino voters and non-Hispanic white voters. In a 
number of the exogenous elections in which there was racial polarization between Latino 
voters and non-Hispanic white voters, white voters’ candidates of choice prevailed over 
Latino candidates of choice.  
  

o We examined the voting patterns in these statewide exogenous general elections within 
each of the five supervisor districts. Racial polarization between Latino voters and non-
Latino white voters was found in all five supervisor districts when looking at the 
exogenous general elections. In each district, white voters preferred and voted for 
different candidates than were preferred by Latino voters. In district 1, 6 of 7 exogenous 
general elections (86%) demonstrated racial polarization between Latino voters and non-
Hispanic white voters. In district 2, 5 of 7 exogenous general elections (71%) showed 
racially polarized voting between Latino voters and non-Hispanic white voters. In district 
3, 6 of 7 elections (86%) showed evidence of racially polarized voting between Latino 
and non-Latino white voters. In district 4, 7 of 7 exogenous general elections (100%) 
revealed racial polarization between Latino voters and non-Hispanic white voters. In 
district 5, 7 of 7 exogenous general elections (100%) showed evidence of racial 
polarization between Latino voters and non-Hispanic white voters. 
 

o We also examined seven exogenous primary elections since 2014 that featured Latino 
candidates of choice running against non-Latino candidates, as these are highly probative 
to study. Latino and non-Hispanic white voters showed evidence of racial polarization 
across the county in all seven (100%) exogenous primary elections. In one out of seven 
elections, the Latino candidate of choice does not advance out of the primary. We also 
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looked at these exogenous primary elections within each supervisor district. We find that 
there is clear racial polarization between Latino and non-Hispanic white voters in each of 
the five districts for all seven primary elections analyzed.    

 
We also examined voting patterns and the presence of racially polarized voting between Black 
voters, Asian American voters, Latino voters, and non-Hispanic white voters in Riverside 
County overall and within supervisor districts. Based on the exogenous election analyses, Black 
voters showed some evidence of coalition voting with Latino voters.   
 
Ability-to-Elect Analysis 
 
We also conducted a functional ability-to-elect analysis on four proposed draft maps for the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisor districts. This type of analysis is the standard 
methodology for assessing the opportunity for voters of color to elect candidates of choice in 
newly drawn districts. The functional analysis combines the newly proposed district map 
boundaries for a given jurisdiction with existing voting data as a method of calculating the 
projected electoral outcome in regards to the opportunity to elect Latino candidates of choice in 
the newly proposed district. This is a well-established methodology supported by extensive 
political science scholarship and used widely in voting rights litigation. 
 
The four proposed draft maps analyzed in this report were: EOTC Draft Map F.5, EOTC Draft 
Map H.7.2, EOTC Draft Map H.7.3, and Community Map 1.4. 
 
The analysis finds that EOTC Draft Maps F.5, H.7.2, and H.7.3 create one majority Latino 
citizen voting-age population (CVAP) district. Community Map 1.4 creates two Latino majority 
CVAP districts. However, the functional analysis methodology requires us to analyze if Latino 
voters have the ability to elect Latino candidates of choice in the districts, as looking at the racial 
or ethnic population of a district is not a sufficient indicator of Latino voters having the ability to 
elect candidates of choice. This functional analysis is what will assist in determining how 
frequently Latino voters will likely have the opportunity to elect candidates of choice in the 
districts.  
 
To conduct the ability to elect analyses, we used seven highly probative primary elections and 
six highly probative general elections. These elections featured a Latino candidate preferred by 
Latino voters who ran against a non-Latino candidate preferred by non-Hispanic white voters 
from 2014 through 2018. To conduct the ability to elect analyses, we also used six highly 
probative general elections for those cases in which Latino candidates of choice who advanced 
out of the primary. By analyzing both primary and general elections over much of the decade, we 
are able to have high-quality and exhaustive data to conduct the ability to elect analyses.  
  
Key findings of the functional ability-to-elect analysis for EOTC Map F.5: 
 

o District 1 in EOTC draft map F.5 demonstrates the highest rate that the Latino candidate 
of choice has the opportunity to win. For District 1, in 86% of exogenous primary 
elections, the Latino candidate of choice advances to the general election. Then, in 83% 
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of exogenous general elections, the Latino candidate of choice wins elections in this 
district. This district is just over 50% Latino CVAP. 

 
o District 4 in map F.5 provides the next highest rate that the Latino candidate of choice 

will be elected. This district shows evidence that a Latino candidate of choice has a high 
likelihood of advancing out of an exogenous primary election (in 86% of exogenous 
primary elections). Then the Latino candidate of choice wins in 67% of exogenous 
general elections. This district is 39% Latino CVAP. 

 
o Districts 2, 3, and 5 in EOTC draft map F.5 are districts where Latino voters are not 

likely to elect Latino candidates of choice. In two of these districts, Latino candidates of 
choice demonstrate the ability to advance out of the primary election, but the analysis of 
general elections finds that Latino candidates of choice win 0% of the time in districts 2 
and 3 and only 33% of the time in district 5.   

 
Key findings of the functional ability-to-elect analysis for EOTC Map H.7.2: 
 

o District 1 in EOTC draft map H.7.2 demonstrates the highest rate that the Latino 
candidate of choice has the opportunity to win. For District 1, in 86% of exogenous 
primary elections, the Latino candidate of choice advances to the general election. Then, 
in 83% of exogenous general elections, the Latino candidate of choice wins elections in 
this district. This district is just over 50% Latino CVAP. 

 
o District 4 in map H.7.2 provides the next highest rate that the Latino candidate of choice 

will be elected. This district shows evidence that a Latino candidate of choice has a high 
likelihood of advancing out of an exogenous primary election (in 86% of exogenous 
primary elections). Then the Latino candidate of choice wins in 67% of exogenous 
general elections. This district is 39% Latino CVAP. 

 
o Districts 2, 3, and 5 in EOTC draft map H.7.2 are districts where Latino voters are not 

likely to elect Latino candidates of choice. In two of these districts, Latino candidates of 
choice demonstrate the ability to advance out of the primary election, but the analysis of 
general elections finds that Latino candidates of choice win 0% of the time in districts 2 
and 3 and only 33% of the time in district 5.   

 
Key findings of the functional ability-to-elect analysis for EOTC Map H.7.3: 
 

o District 1 in EOTC draft map H.7.3 demonstrates the highest rate that the Latino 
candidate of choice has the opportunity to win. For District 1, in 86% of exogenous 
primary elections, the Latino candidate of choice advances to the general election. Then, 
in 83% of exogenous general elections, the Latino candidate of choice wins elections in 
this district. This district is just over 50% Latino CVAP. 

 
o District 4 in map H.7.3 provides the next highest rate that the Latino candidate of choice 

will be elected. This district shows evidence that a Latino candidate of choice has a high 
likelihood of advancing out of an exogenous primary election (in 86% of exogenous 
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primary elections). Then the Latino candidate of choice wins in 67% of exogenous 
general elections. This district is 39% Latino CVAP. 

 
o Districts 2, 3, and 5 in EOTC draft map H.7.3 are districts where Latino voters are not 

likely to elect Latino candidates of choice. In two of these districts, Latino candidates of 
choice demonstrate the ability to advance out of the primary election, but the analysis of 
general elections finds that Latino candidates of choice win 0% of the time in districts 2 
and 3 and only 33% of the time in district 5.   

 
Key findings of the functional ability-to-elect analysis for Community Map 1.4: 
 

o District 5 in Community map 1.4 demonstrates the highest rate that the Latino candidate 
of choice has the opportunity to win. For District 5, in 100% of exogenous primary 
elections, the Latino candidate of choice advances to the general election. Then, in 83% 
of exogenous general elections, the Latino candidate of choice wins elections in this 
district. This district is 51% Latino CVAP. 

 
o District 2 provides the next highest rate that the Latino candidate of choice will be 

elected. This district shows evidence that a Latino candidate of choice has a high 
likelihood of advancing out of an exogenous primary election (in 86% of exogenous 
primary elections). Then the Latino candidate of choice wins in 67% of exogenous 
general elections. This district is 51% Latino CVAP. 

 
o District 4 also provides a similar rate to district 2 that the Latino candidate of choice will 

have the opportunity to be elected. This district also shows evidence that a Latino 
candidate of choice is likely to advance out of an exogenous primary election (86% win 
rate in primaries). Then the Latino candidate of choice wins in 67% of exogenous general 
elections. This district is 38% Latino CVAP. 

 
o Districts 1 and 3 in CM 1.4 are districts where Latino voters are not likely to elect Latino 

candidates of choice. In both districts, there is some propensity of advancing out of the 
primary (though at different rates). However, in the general elections, Latino voters’ 
preferred candidates win 0% of the time in both districts 1 and 3. 

  



6 
 

About the Authors  
 

Dr. Christian Grose is Professor of Political Science and Public Policy at the University of 
Southern California. He is the Academic Director of the USC Schwarzenegger Institute for State 
and Global Policy. He received his Ph.D. from the University of Rochester and his B.A. from 
Duke University. He is the author of more than 40 articles and chapters about American politics; 
legislative politics; race and ethnicity; Latino politics; Black politics; voting rights; and statistical 
methodology. These articles have been published in peer-reviewed journals such as the American 
Political Science Review, the American Journal of Political Science, and the Journal of Politics. 
His award-winning book Congress in Black and White, analyzes the role of race and ethnicity in 
the redistricting process. His research has been funded by the Russell Sage Foundation, the 
Leonardo DiCaprio Foundation, the MIT Election Data Science Center, and others. Grose directs 
USC’s Fair Maps and Political Reform Lab, which produces nonpartisan research about 
redistricting, the top-two primary, and independent commissions.  He has worked as an expert 
witness and consultant on numerous voting rights cases, and has extensive experience analyzing 
racially polarized voting and minority ability-to-elect districts. He has experience working with 
bipartisan and nonpartisan groups such as commissions.   

 
Dr. Natalie Masuoka is Associate Professor of Political Science and Asian American Studies at 
UCLA. Professor Masuoka’s research expertise is on racial minority voting and public opinion 
with a particular focus on Asian American and Latino voters. Her research uses quantitative 
statistical techniques to analyze racial voting patterns. She is the author of two books and 12 
articles focusing on these areas. She obtained her Ph.D. in Political Science from the University 
of California, Irvine under the supervision of Professor Bernard Grofman, a longstanding expert 
on racially polarized voting and the Voting Rights Act. She is an expert on racially polarized 
voting analyses, especially Hispanic and Asian-American RPV in California. She teaches classes 
that focus on the Voting Rights Act, American immigration policy, the U.S. Census, political 
behavior as well as introductory statistics. She has previously held positions at Duke University 
and Tufts University.  

 
Nathan Chan is a Ph.D. student at the University of California, Irvine. He is an expert on race, 
ethnicity, and politics; voting rights; and statistical methodology. His research examines the role 
of social group identification, including race and ethnicity, on choices that voters make. He has 
published articles in peer-reviewed journals such as Political Research Quarterly and Politics and 
Religion. He was awarded the Alberti prize, which is an award for the most promising Ph.D. 
student in the social sciences; and he has also a National Science Foundation Graduate Research 
Fellowship recipient. 
 
Matthew Nelson is a Ph.D. student at the University of Southern California. He is an expert on 
statistical methodology, data science, voting rights, redistricting, and primary election reforms. 
His research examines election rules and their effects on voting rights. His research on 
redistricting and voting rights has been covered by media outlets such as FiveThirtyEight.com, 
the Washington Post, and Cal Matters. He has been awarded a research enhancement grant to 
study the role of primary electoral institutions. He is a research fellow at the USC 
Schwarzenegger Institute and is a fellow in the Fair Maps and Political Reform Lab. 
 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 7, 2021 12:50 PM

Name
Sonia Aguilar 

Email

Phone
7605411552

ZIP Code
92201

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
The whole Coachella Valley is Riverside County District I don’t think you guys should 
change anything leave as it is 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Country clubs those are not neighborhoods. neighborhoods are places where kids can 
run outside where you can put your lights up where you can barbecue without any 
complaints to anyone

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Are Desert are mountains our parks our communities our neighborhood streets or 
neighborhood lights The safety of our people



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 6, 2021 5:03 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92201

What city/community do you live in?
Indio

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
The community of the Coachella Valley should not be split in different districts.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Indio and the rest of the eastern coachella valley should not be in a district with 
imperial valley.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
It is important to me that the coachella valley stay connected as a community, I live 
in indio but work both in La quinta and palm desert, my son and I often travel around 
the coachella valley for hiking trails, festivals, and parks. Splitting the coachella valley 
in too would disproportionately effect the Latino and people of color that live on the 
eastern side of the coachella valley if split.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 6, 2021 3:27 PM

Name
Lesley Giger

Email
lg0776@gmail.com

Phone
9510000000

ZIP Code
92570

What city/community do you live in?
Lake Mathews

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Lake Mathews/Gavilan Hills



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Corona, Mead Valley,

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 6, 2021 10:10 AM

Name
Christy greene

Email
Curesma1@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92570

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Gavilan Hills needs to be kept together! Neighborhood off of Idaleona and 
neighborhoods off of Piedras Rd need to be together. We also are community with 
lots of ties  to Lake Matthews and are part of the same riding clubs and other clubs 



that affect our area. Please keep us United with RURAL intentions. We do not want 
housing tracts built up in our area or can our special rural roads tolerate it. 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Less traffic in Gavilan Hills and Lake Matthews.  Rural atmosphere.  Equestrian trails 
to unite our communities. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 6, 2021 7:49 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92553

What city/community do you live in?
Moreno Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Riverside



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 5, 2021 10:44 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92570

What city/community do you live in?
Lake Mathews

What do you consider important about your community?
Staying rural and animal keeping

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
corona, norco woodcrest mockingbird canyon



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
riverside

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Keeping like minded communities together. Rural and animal keeping areas kept 
together and not dumped in with overpopulated suburbs



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 3, 2021 7:01 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Auanga, Idywilld, sage, essentially the way we are now. We still share the unique 
mountain rural experiences and don’t belong with the COachella Valley. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
COachella Valley 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Leave the mountain communities together as the currently are with Supervor 
Washington. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 2, 2021 11:21 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Because of proximity to each other of the communities in Coachella Valley , 
economically they operate as one. They have grown and innovated as one. They are 
much stronger together, as one economic area,  than they would be separately.  Also 
progress is finally being made on the Salton Sea, thanks in large part to the united 
efforts of the leaders of the Valley. That momentum must not be lost. Keeping the 
Valley as one political unit will benefit those efforts.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 1, 2021 7:13 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code

What city/community do you live in?
Riverside

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Riverside, March AFB, Lake Matthews should be together. Could include  Moreno 
Valley. DO NOT split Riverside into pieces..... never works for community loyalty.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: December 1, 2021 12:17 PM

Name
Mike McCarthy

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92508

What city/community do you live in?
Riverside

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Of the three main maps still under consideration, map Fv5.1 and map Hv7.2 are both 
reasonable. The community map v1.4 is pretty poor as it continues to split the city of 
Riverside into two separate districts.  I strongly endorse keeping the city of Riverside 
together as a single district rather than cutting the Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, and 
Mission Grove communities off and lumping them with Temecula as in the current 
districting.  





Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 20, 2021 10:52 PM 

Name 

Steven Delpino 

 

Email 

Delpino.steven@gmail.com 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92504 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Riverside 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Economic Opportunities 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

Community Draft Map 6.1 Map and Report.pdf, 2.85MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

The "Brown Black Alliance Community Draft Map 6.1" makes the most sense from a 
geographical and economical perspective. Each district has entire cities included and at least 
one major city is included in each one (as opposed to splitting cities in half and or mixing big 
economic centers together). It seems equal/fair. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 18, 2021 12:27 PM 

Name 

Lydia Venegas 

 

Email 

lyvenegas@verizon.net 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92545 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Hemet 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools) 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

East Hemet, San Jacinto. Murrieta, Menifee  

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Moreno Valley, Homeland, Lake Elsinore, Canyon City 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

I vote for Community Draft Map 6.1 as my 1st choice and Community Draft map 1.3 as my 2nd 
choice.   



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 17, 2021 2:19 PM 

Name 

Sharon Evans 

 

Email 

anzarealestate@gmail.com 

 

Phone 

9515517676 

 

ZIP Code 

92539 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Anza 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

I am in favor of map H, this keeps the communities of Anza, Aguanga and Sage together in 
District 3. It is important to keep these like communities together as we share many of the 



same issues. If they are separated, our power will be diluted and our quality of life in our rural 
areas will deteriorate further. We need to stay united in the fight for our way of life and rid our 
area of the illegal grows, the associated crime  and keep our rural, peaceful area free of over 
development. 

 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Anza should not be in district 4. Anza has nothing in common with the desert communities. The 
Anza residents will be lost as the geographical area of district 4 will be too large to manage and 
our area will become overlooked. 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 



Comments 

I am in favor of map H as it keeps the like mined communities together. It is important to keep 
Sage, Aguanga and Anza in the same district.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 17, 2021 12:49 PM 

Name 

Randy 

 

Email 

randykraege@roadrunner.com 

 

Phone 

9516653059 

 

ZIP Code 

92539 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Anza 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Economic Opportunities 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

I support Draft map 1.3 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Hemet 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 17, 2021 6:06 AM 

Name 

Ric hard 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92539 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Anza 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Sage aguanga Idyllwild 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 Desert Palm Springs La Quinta 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 11:43 PM 

Name 

Martha Amaya 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92536 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Aguanga 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Sage, Aguanga, Anza, and LRE should all be in one (the current) district.  We all depend on each 
other and we al have our lifestyles, problems, and benefits in common. 



 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

The desert communities, Hemet, Temecula. Murrieta 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

All the communities I've circled are rural and have nothing in common with the more populated 
"city" communities.  The problems/needs we have in these rural areas and held in common, we 
depend on each other, and need different services and benefits than those in "the cities."    



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 10:48 PM 

Name 

Lynne Glazer 

 

Email 

lynne.glazer@gmail.com 

 

Phone 

9095183363 

 

ZIP Code 

92539 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Anza 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Anza, Aguanga, Sage, Garner Valley 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Palm Springs, Palm Desert, Coachella 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

F and H on the proposed maps 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 9:44 PM 

Name 

Michael Neil 

 

Email 

michaelrneil@yahoo.com 

 

Phone 

9512551648 

 

ZIP Code 

92536 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Lake Riverside 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Quality of life. I moved to this area to get away from the city lifestyle 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Areas F and H on the map. 3rd District 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

District 4 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 7:41 PM 

Name 

Heidi Bubeck 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92536 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Separate from big towns 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Sage, Anza  

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Desert communities that we have nothing in common with 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

Keep us in maps F and H 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 7:38 PM 

Name 

C, Allen 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92536 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Sage and aguanga  

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

I support maps F and H for rezoning.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 16, 2021 6:55 PM 

Name 

Philip Canaday 

 

Email 

phil@sat2u.com 

 

Phone 

9518097604 

 

ZIP Code 

92539 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Anza 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Parks and Green Space 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Aguanga Sage Mountain Center / Garner Valley  

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Indio Palm Springs Desert Hot Springs  

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

Maps F and H 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 15, 2021 10:58 PM 

Name 

Mary K. Kronemeyer 

 

Email 

kkronemeyer@dc.rr.com 

 

Phone 

7607715609 

 

ZIP Code 

 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

La Quinta 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools) 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

The entire Coachella Valley.  We are a tourist area and need to operate as a unit.  We do not 
need someone making decisions for one part of our valley and someone else making choices for 



the other end of the valley.  We are very different from other areas.  Our needs are different 
than other areas.  We need to be represented by a person who understands how our tourist 
area and our agriculture area work together.  The entire valley needs to have someone 
represent us that understands the affect that the Salton Sea and saving it has on our lives and 
our economy.  

 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 



It is important to me that the area is kept as one whole area and not take part out of the 
middle.  The Coachella Valley needs to be represented as a whole area and not sliced into 
different parts.  The Salton Sea is the most important part of our future and our health.  We 
need to stand strong as a whole community to be protected against the powers that will allow 
the Sea to dry up and force us to leave or be compromised by bad air quality.  The Coachella 
Valley is also made up of a balance of political parties and should not be turned into a place 
that has one dominate political party.  It is nice to be safe from what is happening in the rest of 
the US.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 15, 2021 9:49 PM 

Name 

Kay Wolff 

 

Email 

kaywolff@msn.com 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92253 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

La Quinta 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Sense of Belonging 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

Please maintain the unity of the Coachella Valley for our congressional district.  From Desert 
Hot Springs to Mecca and Oasis. 



 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

The Coachella Valley has many unifying factors which need to be respected in the drawing of 
our 36th congressional district boundaries:  economy, school districts, tourism, COVID-19, 
churches and interconnected workplaces. Importantly, the Salton Sea dilemma represents a 
common concern and solutions for which we must all work together. Dr. Raul Ruiz has been a 
unifying factor in addressing these issues.  Please do not break apart our communities that have 



worked together  to find solutions.  We feel a part of a diverse but dynamic community.  Please 
do not decapitate us in the midst of critical challenges (such as the Salton Sea) when this is the 
very time we need to be united and have continuity in our congressional district. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 15, 2021 11:54 AM 

Name 

 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

91752 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Jurupa Valley 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Safety & Security 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 14, 2021 6:40 PM 

Name 

Lynda Brown 

 

Email 

lynda@admagic.com 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92883 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Temescal Valley 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools) 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

I'm writing in support of map H, District 3 for my address.  This puts us with the community we 
most fully interact with. 



 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Corona 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

As noted above, I'm writing in support of map H, District 3 for my address.  This puts us with the 
community we most fully interact with.  I live in Horsethief Canyon. Thank you very much!  



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 12, 2021 3:36 PM 

Name 

 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

92883 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

Temescal Valley 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools) 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

No 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

Yes 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

Corona 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

I really like community submitted map number 1.3. As an Unincorporated area of Riverside 
County, our needs differ from that of Corona. However, we always get lumped together with 
Corona. By keeping the unincorporated communities together as in 1.3, the needs reflect the 
similarities of communities. Our representative can reflect that which other unincorporated 
communities also need. However, as in the other maps, by lumping us with all city 
developments, our needs will be neglected as we will be a small fish in a big lake. I’m concerned 



our representative will be focused on the more pressing needs of a city and not those on our 
unincorporated area.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey 

Submitted By: Anonymous user 

Submitted Time: November 11, 2021 2:58 PM 

Name 

 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone 

 

 

ZIP Code 

 

 

What city/community do you live in? 

 

 

What do you consider important about your community? 

 

 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with? 

 

 

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with? 

 

 

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the indicated district. 

 

 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap) 

, MB 

 

 

Draw one area you want included in a district. 

 

 

Comments 

Less truck traffic on the highways 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 10, 2021 4:47 PM

Name
Steve Manos

Email
info@stevemanos.com

Phone
9513178830

ZIP Code
92532

What city/community do you live in?
Lake Elsinore

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Southwest Riverside County cities are actively engaged communities that share a 
number of formal government agencies, economic development working groups, and 
non-profits.   For example: Lake Elsinore and Temecula share a JPA for an Energy 



Conservation Program. Wildomar and Murrieta share a Chamber of Commerce. 
Canyon Lake, Wildomar, Lake Elsinore, and Horsethief Canyon residents all share 
water districts, school districts, and important shared transportation corridors with 
immediate needs. Wildomar, Lake Elsinore, and Lakeland Village are coordinating 
with homeless outreach efforts. Temecula, Murrieta, Wildomar, Lake Elsinore and 
Canyon Lake all share an Animal Control JPA.   It is vital that these cities are 
considered together as a common coalition when represented by a Supervisor within 
one Supervisorial District. Thank you for your consideration.

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.



Comments
Contiguous spheres of influence. Combining communities with common concerns - 
transportation, economic development, impacts to neighboring communities, 
overlapping public safety and quality of life matters, and shared conservation 
concerns.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 8, 2021 10:38 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92563

What city/community do you live in?
Murrieta

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
For the all of the housing community in Spencer's crossing living past Baxter street to 
be included as Murrieta School district. And, included with the city of Murrieta. 



Homeowners purchase(d) in the city of Murrieta to have this chil(ren) attend Murrieta 
schools. 

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
It's important to me that having the city name of Murrieta and to be inclusive with all 
of Murrieta. Such as schooling,  events,  policing, city hall, etc. My family and I 
purposely purchased another home in murrieta to keep Healthcare providers the 



same, along with keeping in same schools. Not having the hassle of going into 
riverside when you long in murrieta to handle your needs. Most important taxes to 
not even go to the city you live in and in addition local schools and transportation to 
this local schools. Keeping all of Spencer crossing kids together. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 8, 2021 10:33 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92584

What city/community do you live in?
Menifee

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 8, 2021 7:48 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92530

What city/community do you live in?
Lake Elsinore

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Riverside City



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Murrieta or Canyon Lake

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
A sense of belonging, safety and security. Having Lake Elsinore join Riverside allows 
the district to be a CVAP district and it would allow for their residents to elect a 
representative who understands their communities' concerns and needs.  A 
representative the residents can identify with because a shared culture, belief 
systems and values.  I support the Community drafted map 6.0 for those reasons.  It 
looks like it would provide for 2 districts were VRA /CVAP can be applied successfully 
and avoid legal consequences to the county.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 6, 2021 11:59 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92563

What city/community do you live in?
Murrieta

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Murrieta, CA



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Do not want to be part of Menifee or Winchester.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Currently, Spencer's Crossing residents are considered to be in an unincorporated 
area in Murrieta. Many new homeowners are moving to this area and seem to not be 
considered as part of the redistricting efforts. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 5, 2021 4:30 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92553

What city/community do you live in?
Moreno Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Thank you for allow us to comment on the maps.  We strongly support the community 
drafted map 6.0.  It creates 2 CVAP districts in which communities of color are able to 
elect officials who they can identify with and shared their values and concerns.  We 
specially like that District 1 will have a large African American constituency that 
shares holidays and special events specific to our community.  We also like that our 
brothers and sisters of Latin descent make a large part of the district because we 



have very similar family values.  We highly encourage you to support the Community 
Map -  Draft Map 6.0



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 5, 2021 3:41 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92882

What city/community do you live in?
Corona

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
I like the community map "Draft Map 6.0".  It allows western riverside county to stay 
together.  I also like that the neighboring districts are not broken up or spread too 
thin all over the place. They probably have a lot more in common because they are 



closer together so I hope you support  Draft Map 6.0 submitted by the community.  
I'm glad to see so many maps submitted by community members instead of people 
who probably do not know what a "Community of Interest" REALLY means.

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Cities not already listed in District 5 in "Draft Map 6.0"

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
The population in west Riverside County is very much the same in terms of belief and 
culture.  We like the way things are and don't need more changes to our community.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 5, 2021 3:22 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92530

What city/community do you live in?
Lake Elsinore

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Riverside City and other heavily Latino population.  Our community has not had the 
opportunity to elect representatives who share the interests and values of the Latino 
Community.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
We do not want to be with the cities that make it a point of making people of color as 
feeling alien, less than and marginalized. We do not want to be part of any district 
that includes Temecula, Murrieta, Canyon Lake and, to a lesser extent, Menifee.  As a 
Marine Corps veteran, I find most of their population lacking honor, a sense of 
community or empathy. 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



I fully support the Community Drafted Map 6.0.  It keeping cities whole, keeps 2 
Latino CVAP districts and keeps Communities of Interest largely together. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 5, 2021 6:51 AM

Name
Kathryn Redd

Email
kathy.redd@ucr.edu

Phone
9519076913

ZIP Code
92509

What city/community do you live in?
Jurupa Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Either the District encompassing Riverside City or the District for Norco, Eastvale, 
etc..  



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
It makes no sense to put us with District 5 which has little in common with our city 
and is not an area our city members frequent for services.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
It is most important to me that our District encompass areas where our citizens 
participate in community activities and shopping.  We should be grouped with areas 
that have similar community structure and residents and similar population density. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 4, 2021 5:13 PM

Name
Susan Prado

Email
susanava_29@yahoo.com

Phone
3107800587

ZIP Code
92507

What city/community do you live in?
Highgrove

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
District 1



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
District 5

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Currently I feel that our community is not important to riverside we lack to enforce 
parking enforcement/police/ animal control/more shopping centers.   We have weed 
shops as places to shop not sure how that is important to the community. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 4, 2021 4:21 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92507

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Demographics; political affiliation



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 4, 2021 8:19 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92544

What city/community do you live in?
Sage

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Anza, Aguanga, Temecula.  Walsh V3 map I believe. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Hemet. Wish Sage could be it’s own Zip Code. 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Safety and Open Space.  Keep Sage with Anza, Aguanga and Temecula.  Buy more 
open space in these areas please. Especially Sage. Stanley Road needs all the land 
saved for animals. And bust more of the Illegal activities such as the big MJ grows I 
am surrounded by I believe Cartels. They block the road with riffles while they drive 
their weed out in caravans.  Have shoot outs with each other. Twice in 2021. Sherriffs 
responded.  Illegal hunting. Trash all over.  It’s turning into a third world country! 





Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 1, 2021 8:44 PM

Name
Lori Crooker 

Email
Doodle44@me.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92530

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Lakeland village, Wildomar.  Canyon hills   Perris 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: November 1, 2021 11:40 AM

Name
Rachelle Siefken

Email
srsiefken@att.net

Phone

ZIP Code
92536

What city/community do you live in?
Aguanga

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Anza, Warner Springs, Idyllwild



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Hemet 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 31, 2021 4:47 PM

Name
Debbie Walsh

Email
abilene149@gmail.com

Phone
9513176868

ZIP Code
92570

What city/community do you live in?
Mead Valley

What do you consider important about your community?

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
WalshVersion4Mapfinalwithdata.pdf, 0.44MB
WalshVersion5Mapfinalwithdata.pdf, 0.49MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



 

 



 

Walsh Version 4 Map with Data 

District 1            489,699 District 2            478,267 District 3         489,591 
 

District 4              492,733 District 5       483,185 

 

 

Highgrove               7515   
 El Sobrante             14,039 
Woodcrest              16,378 

 March ARB                    809 
 Mead Valley            19,819 
 Lake Mathews           5,972 
 Gavilan Hills               5,580 
 Temescal Valley       26,232 
 Meadowbrook           3,142 
 Good Hope                 9,468 
 Warm Springs            1,586 
 Canyon Lake             11,082 
 Lakeland Village       12,364 
 Lake Elsinore            70,256 
 De Luz                          4,703 
 La Cresta                   14,707 
 Wildomar                  36,875 
Lake Hills                    4,000 
Riverside                214,998 

 Pigeon Pass 
 (New Homes)              4000 
West Elsinore            6,174 
 

 
North Elsinore = 
(Warm Springs) 

Jurupa Valley   105,456 
Eastvale              69,901 
Norco                  26,316 
Home Gardens   11,203 
Coronita                2,653 
Corona              157,680 
El Cerrito               5,058 
Riverside           100,000 
 
 

Temecula            110,003 
  Murrieta             110,949 
Menefee             102,527 
Hemet                    89,833 
Homeland                6,772 
Green Acres            2,918 
Winchester             3,068 
French Valley       35,280 
East Hemet           19,432 
Sage                          3370 
Anza                          3075 
Lake Riverside         1375 
Aguanga                     989 
 

 
 
 

Whitewater                       991 
Dessert hot Springs    32,747 
Desert Edge                   4,188 
Garnet                            7,147 
Palm Springs                44,785 
Cathedral City              51,683 
Sky Valley                       2,420 
Thousand Palms            8,005 
Indio Hills                       1,050 
Desert Palms                 6,669 
Rancho Mirage           17,049 
Bermuda Dunes            8,266 
Indian Wells                   4,762 
Palm Desert                 51,317 
Indio                              89,518 
Coachella                      42,128 
La Quinta                      37,641 
Vista Santa Rosa            2,625 
Thermal                           2,700 
Mecca                              8,244 
Oasis                                4,484 
North Shore                    3,600 
Desert Center                    258 
Mesa Verde                        773 
Blythe                             12,405 
Ripley                                   542 
Idyllwild                           4,170 

Moreno Valley    209,667 
Perris                      79,090 

 San Jacinto              54,192 
Romoland              2,011 
LakeView                1,977 
Nuevo                      6,753 

 Valle Vista             16,262 
Calimesa               10,057 
Cherry Valley          6,529 

 Beaumont              53,193 
Banning                 29,691 
Cabazon                  2,648 
Reche Canyon        5,588 
Badlands                 5,527 



Mountain Center                66 
 
West of Hot Springs         1311 

  North of Hot Springs       3909  
West of Rancho Mirage   2433 

  Salton Sea Area                 4827 
  Blyth Area                           1740 
North Idyllwild                   2372 

  West Idyllwild                    2074 
West Indian Wells             1474 
West Palm Springs            2433 

  Pinyon Pines area              4219 
North Blythe area              1725 

  West of Palm Springs        2421 
  West of Indian Wells         1471 

 



 

 



Walsh Version 5 Map with Data 

District 1            482,184 District 2            485,782 District 3         489,591 
 

District 4              492,733 District 5       483,185 

 

 

El Sobrante             14,039 
Woodcrest              16,378 

 March ARB                    809 
 Mead Valley            19,819 
 Lake Mathews           5,972 
 Gavilan Hills               5,580 
 Temescal Valley       26,232 
 Meadowbrook           3,142 
 Good Hope                 9,468 
 Warm Springs            1,586 
 Canyon Lake             11,082 
 Lakeland Village       12,364 
 Lake Elsinore            70,256 
 De Luz                          4,703 
 La Cresta                   14,707 
 Wildomar                  36,875 
Lake Hills                    4,000 
Riverside                214,998 

 Pigeon Pass 
 (New Homes)              4000 
West Elsinore            6,174 
 

 
North Elsinore = 
(Warm Springs) 

Jurupa Valley   105,456 
Eastvale              69,901 
Norco                  26,316 
Home Gardens   11,203 
Coronita                2,653 
Corona              157,680 
El Cerrito               5,058 
Riverside           100,000 
Highgrove               7515   
 
 

Temecula            110,003 
  Murrieta             110,949 
Menefee             102,527 
Hemet                    89,833 
Homeland                6,772 
Green Acres            2,918 
Winchester             3,068 
French Valley       35,280 
East Hemet           19,432 
Sage                          3370 
Anza                          3075 
Lake Riverside         1375 
Aguanga                     989 
 

 
 
 

Whitewater                       991 
Dessert hot Springs    32,747 
Desert Edge                   4,188 
Garnet                            7,147 
Palm Springs                44,785 
Cathedral City              51,683 
Sky Valley                       2,420 
Thousand Palms            8,005 
Indio Hills                       1,050 
Desert Palms                 6,669 
Rancho Mirage           17,049 
Bermuda Dunes            8,266 
Indian Wells                   4,762 
Palm Desert                 51,317 
Indio                              89,518 
Coachella                      42,128 
La Quinta                      37,641 
Vista Santa Rosa            2,625 
Thermal                           2,700 
Mecca                              8,244 
Oasis                                4,484 
North Shore                    3,600 
Desert Center                    258 
Mesa Verde                        773 
Blythe                             12,405 
Ripley                                   542 
Idyllwild                           4,170 
Mountain Center                66 

 

Moreno Valley    209,667 
Perris                      79,090 

 San Jacinto              54,192 
Romoland              2,011 
LakeView                1,977 
Nuevo                      6,753 

 Valle Vista             16,262 
Calimesa               10,057 
Cherry Valley          6,529 

 Beaumont              53,193 
Banning                 29,691 
Cabazon                  2,648 
Reche Canyon        5,588 
Badlands                 5,527 



West of Hot Springs         1311 
  North of Hot Springs       3909  
West of Rancho Mirage   2433 

  Salton Sea Area                 4827 
  Blyth Area                           1740 
North Idyllwild                   2372 

  West Idyllwild                    2074 
West Indian Wells             1474 
West Palm Springs            2433 

  Pinyon Pines area              4219 
North Blythe area              1725 

  West of Palm Springs        2421 
  West of Indian Wells         1471 

 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 29, 2021 9:49 PM

Name
Barry Shankman 

Email
svb.barry@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Family friendly community 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 28, 2021 8:42 PM

Name
K. Jordan

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
District 5

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
I support the Welsh v5 map. I ask the that you support this map as well.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 28, 2021 5:41 PM

Name
Philip Canaday

Email
phil@sat2u.com

Phone
9518097604

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Garner Valley/Mountain Center, Aguanga, Sage, Reed Valley, Idyllwild, Pinyon



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Palm Springs, Indio, Palm Springs, Palm Desert

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
I support redistricting map Walsh V.3



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 28, 2021 11:55 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92596

What city/community do you live in?
French Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Draft Map E with CVAP data seems the most even in terms of population. Draft Map G 
with CVAP data isnt bad either



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 28, 2021 9:16 AM

Name
Gary Worobec

Email
gtw5@earthlink.net

Phone
9513730707

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Sage, Aguanga, Lake Riverside Estates



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
4th District

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
Walsh V.3.pdf, 0.23MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
We support the Walsh V.3 map for redistricting





Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 3:57 PM

Name
Joyce Stone

Email
jraestone@gmail.com

Phone
7609890056

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
The other rural/mountain communities which have all been split apart in the proposed 
redistrict.  We lose our voice and we're not big enough for anyone to prioritize OUR 
needs which are different than urban and suburban communities.  



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
coachella valley cities, temecula, hemet, san jacinto...put us in the same district as 
Aguanga, Sage, Idylwild and other unincorporated rural areas.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
to maintain quality of life in a rural environment and for government agencies to 
understand that we are NOT the same as the cities.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 3:26 PM

Name
Laura Huff

Email
pownkie1@yahoo.com

Phone
7602387223

ZIP Code
92549

What city/community do you live in?
Idyllwild-Pine Cove

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Temecula, Hemet because their topography is similar and they share concern for 
wildfires as we do. Also there are small towns in these area which are unincorporated 
as we are.  The desert feels like a totally different type of area. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
The desert.  It is very different there and their concerns are way different than ours.  
They are about growth and expansion and as a small mountain community we are 
not. There isn’t much area to expand and our concerns are keeping our forest safe 
and our quality of life consistent with close friends and neighbors. A community that 
helps each other.  When I lived in the desert, I never knew or saw my neighbors. Here 
I have many friends I’ve met up here.  

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Keeping Idyllwild as a community, quiet, not much light pollution and safe.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 10:32 AM

Name
Philip David Wazdatskey 

Email
wazdatskey@sbcglobal.net

Phone
9099655031

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga and Anza



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
The rural residential mountain communities of Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga and 
Anza need more not less development funds and services than the development 
along the urban freeway corridors. That is regardless of what district is selected. 
These communities need to stay together with our unique community needs that are 
different than those of the urban freeway corridors. We need our fair share of 
development funds. Services should come to us. We should not have to go off the 
mountain for what we need.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 10:13 AM

Name
Karen Gibson

Email
gibson13820@yahoo.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Other unincorporated areas. We need to be together to ensure services and decisions 
are correctly, without bias, represented. There was an effort a few years ago to annex 
TV into Corona. This effort was ONLY to benefit Corona to get the I-15 corridor. No 



benefits to TV residents. Based on current proposed maps it appears there’s a push 
to get us annexed. This is NOT what the residents of this area want. It appears to be a 
done deal! TV loves the open spaces, sense of community and partnership we enjoy 
with Riverside County. The redistricting maps reflect an effort to push us into an 
existing city.  Based on the information provided a signification mapping change was 
not necessary, however the new maps decided to group us with northern cities verses 
southern cities. There are other options! NO on the current proposed redistricting 
maps.

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
The city of Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.



Comments
TV needs representation on the Board of Supervisors that will provide fair and 
consistent attention to the unincorporated areas. Ensuring we have a voice on the 
board and not one with ties to a city. For example district 2 representative is on the 
Corona City Council. To me this is a conflict of interest. It’s obvious they have an 
obligation and interest to promote and support the cities agenda.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 10:01 AM

Name
Elaine Bacher

Email
Elainebacher@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92549

What city/community do you live in?
Idyllwild-Pine Cove

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Health of our community.   Mr. Perez opened Idyllwild too early when we were in 
lockdown for “economic “:reasons!



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 14, 2021 9:52 AM

Name
R. Bruce Denney

Email
bruce@greencafe.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92549

What city/community do you live in?
Idyllwild-Pine Cove

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Desert Cities- Palm Springs, Palm Desert, Cat city, DHS, La Quinta, Indio. They all 
certainly have something to offer, but their cultures and geographies are more 
different from the mountain communities and the (Greener) inland empire areas of 
Temecula through Winchester, Hemet, Beaumont, &c. Anza valley included as "High 
Desert-ish".

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
For one thing, Wildfires are not an issue in the desert (it takes a lot to make sand 
burn), while all the rest of District 3 is/ should be exceptionally concerned. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 8:52 PM

Name
Gail Polvoorde

Email
Gpolvoorde@aol.com

Phone
9513235692

ZIP Code
92544

What city/community do you live in?
Valle Vista

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Hemet, 3rd district.  We are part of the Hemet Valley.  Why would you separate us 
out.  We want the continuity of our whole valley



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 8:42 PM

Name
Daniel Goodrich

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92544

What city/community do you live in?
East Hemet

What do you consider important about your community?
Continuity

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
I would like to remain in the 3rd District 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
I do not want to be part of the 5th District 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
I can not believe that supervisors would think that separation of East hemet from 
Hemet is a wise decision.  What is the connection of this area to the Pass and Moreno 
Valley that correlates?  Geographically this does not even make sense to us that 
reside in this Area.  It puts me personally in a position of contacting one supervisor 
office for my business and another for my home.  Additionally our Area is already 
considered low income with the least amount of property value growth, economic 
growth in your municipalities inside of the county.  



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 7:32 PM

Name
Philip Wazdatskey 

Email
wazdatskey@sbcglobal.net

Phone
9099655031

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Like areas with common interests and development goals.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Low Desert which are different in composition.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Community development 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 5:47 PM

Name
Bruce Wallis

Email

Phone
9096412645

ZIP Code
92544

What city/community do you live in?
East Hemet

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
see comment below. The communities of the San Jacinto Valley have a strong nexus 
with Southwest County communities all of which have historically been in the third 
district. As population has increased the ties have become stronger



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
San Jacinto Valley communities should not be within Supervisorial District 5 ( pass 
communities and Moreno Valley). they have aligned with the communities of 
Southwest Riverside County.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
I  am a long time resident of the San Jacinto Valley, a partner in a law firm with an 
office in Hemet  for more than 40 + years. The communities of the San Jacinto Valley, 
including Cities of Hemet and San Jacinto, East Hemet and Valle Vista, should not be 



split between districts and should remain in the Third Supervisorial District.  The legal 
criteria to be considered in determining new boundaries supports maintaining all San 
Jacinto Valley communities within the Third District to wit: The valley is a 
topographical cul de sac creating communities with natural geographic continuity; 
integrity and compactness; all communities are contiguous to one another; the 
population shares common economic and social interests which are best addressed 
by maintaining them in a single district; moreover a number of businesses have 
locations in both the San Jacinto Valley and Temecula and Murrieta with little or no 
connection with businesses of the current fifth district. Map C should be adopted.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 11:23 AM

Name
Rosenthal, Howard

Email
howard@rosenthalexcell.com

Phone
9515666541

ZIP Code
92545

What city/community do you live in?
East Hemet

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Third 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
5th

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
The San Jacinto Valley is a diverse and underserved population where 84% of 30,000 
children qualify for a daily subsidized meal. We have  great diversity across all ethnic 
and cultural lines and any division of this valley is going to create significant 
problems. Our community relates most to the southwest to Temecula and Murietta 
where most of our businesses enjoy other branches and we provide perhaps upwards 
of 10% of sales tax to the city of Temecula. As an underserved community  with one  
hospital,  this entire valley needs to be together in one district and the district should 



be the third district as we have very little to no relationship to the 10 freeway, the 
Pass  Corridor.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 11:22 AM

Name
Rosenthal, Howard

Email
howard@rosenthalexcell.com

Phone
9515666541

ZIP Code
92545

What city/community do you live in?
East Hemet

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Third 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
5th

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
The San Jacinto Valley is a diverse and underserved population where 84% of 30,000 
children qualify for a daily subsidized meal. We have  great diversity across all ethnic 
and cultural lines and any division of this valley is going to create significant 
problems. Our community relates most to the southwest to Temecula and Murietta 
where most of our businesses enjoy other branches and we provide perhaps upwards 
of 10% of sales tax to the city of Temecula. As an underserved community  with one  
hospital,  this entire valley needs to be together in one district and the district should 



be the third district as we have very little to no relationship to the 10 freeway, the 
Pass  Corridor.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 5:30 AM

Name
Newman Heather

Email
blessedmomma3@gmail.com

Phone
9513121580

ZIP Code
92539

What city/community do you live in?
Anza

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Aguanga, sage, radec



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Palm desert, Coachella, indio

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Maintaining community strength by being represented collectively under the same 
district. Ensuring that all our common needs are addressed. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: October 13, 2021 5:18 AM

Name
Mary Gardiner

Email
Catgrandma74@yahoo.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92536

What city/community do you live in?
Aguanga

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Anza, Idyllwild 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Palm Springs

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Our mountain communities have common interests and should be represented 
together.  We would be the ugly step child of the desert community.   We should be in 
District 3.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 27, 2021 11:36 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 27, 2021 7:18 PM

Name
Rachel Kuehn

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
As a resident of Temescal Valley I feel that TV would be best served 
remaining in our current district.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 27, 2021 3:06 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
City of Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
PLEASE do not move Temescal Valley to District 2 or any other district. We 
need to stay in District 1. We have worked too hard and too long, to be put 
into a different county district. Temescal Valley needs to remain intact in the 
First District. We are a strong, cohesive, diverse area, with its own identity; 
we have goals of eventually incorporating as our own city. We are happy 



with our District 1 supervisor Kevin Jeffries who does an outstanding job of 
representing our needs. Kevin Jeffries’ communication skills with his 
constituents are excellent and are probably not found in other districts. If TV 
is annexed into another district, I do not feel we would be fairly represented. 
Our “sense of community” is long-standing, and unique to our area. Leave 
Temescal Valley in District 1 where it belongs !. Nothing is broke, so don’t 
move Temescal Valley to another district. Thank you. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 27, 2021 11:34 AM

Name
Barbara Paul

Email
bobnbarb01@sbcglobal.net

Phone
9518182580

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
City of Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Please leave us in District 1 - It isn't broke, so don't fix it !



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 26, 2021 3:28 PM

Name
Margaret Patterson Davis 

Email
lady4dave@hotmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
District 2 in Corona CA

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
We  in Temescal Valley have indicated our desires for our area in the past by 
fighting the annexation the City of Corona attempted a few years ago.  We 
do not feel that our interests would be taken into consideration even now if 
we were to be thrown into their districts.  Our area is unique and Kevin 



Jeffries understands our area, our needs and how we feel.  If it’s not 
broke..why are you trying to change it!  Respectfully 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 26, 2021 11:04 AM

Name
Gail Durham

Email
Gbdurham@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Kevin Jeffries has been a fantastic representative for our community. He 
fights for us and has the valleys best interest at heart. 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 26, 2021 8:36 AM

Name
Frances Anderson

Email
wildomar2000@hotmail.com

Phone
9092346659

ZIP Code
92585

What city/community do you live in?
Menifee

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Temecula, Murrieta, Lake Elsinore, Wildomar



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 26, 2021 7:42 AM

Name
Khan

Email
vibes_sales.0j@icloud.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92596

What city/community do you live in?
Winchester

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Southern Winchester, should be apart of Temecula or Murrieta. Its  already 
apart of the school district ancon benefit being with other cities. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Area is growing in population , with not allot of infrastructure put in. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 26, 2021 7:27 AM

Name
sara longe

Email
seversole1@gmail.com

Phone
7608511002

ZIP Code
92276

What city/community do you live in?
Thousand Palms

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
palm desert 92211 or cathedral city 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
according to the census there are almost 8000 people in thousand palms, 
our area has a lot of rural space but also we need more safety, because our 
area is considered county, our services such as police officers take 45! 
minutes to arrive to the home, also a large homeless population that other 
cities dump into our town, there should be a shelter for them. We are only 



about a 10 min drive to palm desert 92211 or to cathedral city, the new 
hockey stadium is being built on cook street and what about traffic control 
there? that is also near thousand palms. I believe thousand palms should be 
in a new district. Most of our homes have septic tanks, and dirt roads not 
graded by the county, if we are part of a larger city than our town can be 
better served by the county. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 24, 2021 5:46 PM

Name
Patrick Rutten

Email
Pjrutten707@gmail.com

Phone
7073964271

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
District 2!

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Community is EVERYTHING. It’s the reason I moved to TV.  The potential for 
TV to be put into District 2 is disheartening.  Temescal Valley and it’s 
residents are as different from Corona as night and day, and that’s  who we 
would be lumped into!  Corona is a city and TV is a community as well as a 



completely different demographic.  There is no benefit,at all, to split TV into 
another District, particularly District 2!



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 23, 2021 8:47 PM

Name
Allison L Renck

Email
ali9591@aol.com

Phone
9516635452

ZIP Code
92536

What city/community do you live in?
Aguanga

What do you consider important about your community?
Rural 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
I'm not sure what would be in the best interest of our mountain communities. 
(Anza, Aguanga, Mountain Center, Pinion etc) Staying together should help 
us united to get needed services. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Desert Communities

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
To have a district that fairly treats all communities within it. The cities 
receive more funding then the unincorporated communities, which then 
leaves the unincorporated areas with few ways to fund any improvements. 
Unfortunately its all about the tax dollars an area generates and when the 



unincorporated areas are hit with problems generated by the increase in 
population in other areas, that travel through their community and no 
planning for future infrastructure, there is no money to address these issues. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 23, 2021 10:06 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92508

What city/community do you live in?
Woodcrest

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Moreno Valley, Perris, Menifee, Murrietta, Temecula

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
District 1 needs to remain unchanged. We are already close to the target 
destination and there is no reason to make modifications. Besides, all the 
surrounding cities are large communities so including them will not work. 
District 3, 4, and 5 are the ones that need to be fixed. Leave District 1 and 2 
alone.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 21, 2021 11:05 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92253

What city/community do you live in?
La Quinta

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
The greater Coachella Valley needs to remain in the same district. We have 
shared issues and interests that should not be pitted against each other for 
limited resources.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 21, 2021 7:05 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Our rural areas/trails/large lots need to be protected from over development 
and residents need to be better represented over special interests 
(campaign funders). Our area has more than enough warehouses so 
supervisors need to stop approving them in our rural areas where they have 
no concern for our health/quality of life.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 21, 2021 4:17 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92503

What city/community do you live in?
Riverside

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Jurupa Valley, Highgrove, Corona, Norco, Eastvale, Home Gardens, 
Highgrove, Woodcrest



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Any municipality south of Lake Matthews & Mead Valley + Any municipality 
east of Moreno Valley & Perris

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
It doesn't make much sense to me how the City of Riverside, Canyon Lake & 
Wildomar can share the same district. Also, the City of Riverside shouldn't be 
broken up into multiple districts. If it has to be, Riverside should be equally 



distributed 50/50 between 2 districts, instead of 75/25 split it appears to be 
currently. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 20, 2021 5:43 PM

Name
Larson

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
We are in District 1 and wish to remain there. Kevin Jeffries is a very able 
County Supervisor and we trust his management.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Do not put us in the 2nd district. As a past long time resident of Corona and 
witnessed their efforts to manage a growing city which included the current 
2nd district supervisor who was a city council member. We do not want to be 
associated with Corona or the 2nd district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Keep us in district 1.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 20, 2021 4:27 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
I do not want to be added to district two at all, ever. Plus I want all of 
Temescal Valley to be maintained as a whole. We exist as a Census 
Designated Place (CDP) and a Municipal Advisory Council (MAC) in District 
One.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
Temescal valley map color.pdf, 0.61MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
During the Annexation attempt by the city of Corona in 2013, a small group 
of people got together to unite this community of now 26,000 plus residents.  



We want to maintain our Identity as Temescal Valley, after we fought so hard 
to beat back the city council. Since that failed attempt we have improved our 
recognition and involvement with county services, both school districts, and 
both water districts. We formed eight different subcommittees  to make sure 
our tax dollars are being used for our community. Some subcommittees to 
address where county departments lack in visibility to our community.  
Public Safety, Development, Transportation, Education, Business, 
Communication, Beautification and Identity.   Do not break our community 
up that we worked hard to unite. Do not give it to district two that 
encompasses the city of Corona which we fought to remain separate during 
the annexation attempt.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 20, 2021 4:03 PM

Name
Deiter Crawford

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92262

What city/community do you live in?
Palm Springs

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Historically Black Lawrence Crossley Neighborhood Palm Springs and Low 
income Communities of Color



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Wealthy predominately White Communities of such as Indian Wells, Rancho 
Mirage and La Quinta

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Economic Opportunity, Education, Healthcare, Affordable Housing



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 17, 2021 12:00 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
The City of Corona and the City of Corona Sphere of Influence 

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Maintaining the Temescal Valley quality of life. It is important that we 
maintain the services of Cal Fire wildland fire fighting capabilities and station 
64 to safe guard the Temescal Valley Community against future wildland fire 
events. In addition, maintenance of the Riverside County Sheriff Department 
to protect our community.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 9, 2021 9:47 PM

Name
Sandra M Herrera

Email
sandra.herrera18@yahoo.com

Phone
4425990642

ZIP Code
92234

What city/community do you live in?

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Palm springs cathedral city thousand palms



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Indio indian wells

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 8, 2021 12:31 PM

Name
Cheryl Link

Email
cheryl.link@outlook.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Temescal Valley must stay in District 1. Please do not redistrict Temescal 
Valley, or portions of it, into District 2.  Our District 1 representatives have 
been phenomenal and have a deep and genuine understanding of our 
community.  I wouldn't want to see that change. Change is good but NOT 
redistricting Temescal Valley into District 2. Keep Temescal Valley in District 
1!  Thank you.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Temescal Valley must stay in District 1. Please do not redistrict Temescal 
Valley, or portions of it, into District 2.  Our District 1 representatives have 
been phenomenal and have a deep and genuine understanding of our 
community.  I wouldn't want to see that change. Change is good but NOT 
redistricting Temescal Valley into District 2. Keep Temescal Valley in District 
1!  Thank you.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 6, 2021 3:41 PM

Name
Deborah Anne Chrastil

Email
dchrastil82@gmail.com

Phone
7143450446

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Corona.  I would like to be separate still as a small community

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Community, traffic and safety



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 4, 2021 10:45 AM

Name
Patrick Rutten

Email
pjrutten707@gmail.com

Phone
7073964271

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
I love the identity and sense of community that goes with living in TV.  
Having just moved to the area I am so impressed with the willingness of 
residents to serve on local community boards that represent Temescal 
Valley.  To “blend” TV with an adjacent District forces the loss of community.  
To have TV redistricted out of District 1 would be a serious loss to the 
residents who like what makes TV special.   Most importantly, the potential 
for lack of political representation and support for current TV residents 
disappears with breaking up TV.  District 1 Supervisor Jeffries does pay 
attention to the residents. This level of attention will disappear if TV is 
broken up.  We do not need to be part of another District or City.  Don’t use 
politics to break up a cohesive community.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.



Comments
See comments above



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 3, 2021 8:06 PM

Name
Gary Long``

Email
garyboy6946@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92258

What city/community do you live in?
Homeland

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
in the district with Winchester, CA



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Neither Menifee nor Hemet

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
We are members of the Winchester/Homeland MAC and have worked hard to 
develop our relationship with District 3 Supervisor Chuck Washington.  We do 
not want to be split up and moved to another district.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: September 3, 2021 7:50 PM

Name
Kathryn Long

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92548

What city/community do you live in?
Homeland

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
I want to stay in District 3 with Winchester.  We are part of the 
Winchester/Homeland Mac and do not want to be split up



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Menifee

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
The Winchester/Homeland Town Association and Mac have worked very hard 
to develop a Master Plan for future growth.  We have a longstanding 
relationship with our District 3 Supervisor and his staff and it would be very 
disruptive to change our District boundaries.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 31, 2021 4:31 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
City of Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Temescal Valley is an area of 19.3 square miles with a population of over 
26,000 and should remain in the First District. Because of an unsuccessful 
attempt in 2013 by the City of Corona to annex a portion of Temescal Valley, 
many residents now believe we wouldn’t receive fair and impartial 
representation if we are moved to the Second District. The current Second 



District supervisor, a Corona City Council member at that time, supported 
the annexation attempt.  We are an involved and active community of 
interest with a citizenry that shares common social and economic interests 
to reach our ultimate goal of incorporation as a city. This effort will be almost 
impossible if Temescal Valley is moved either wholly or partially from the 
First District to the Second District. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 26, 2021 9:36 PM

Name
Joe Kozak

Email
j.j.kozy1@att.net

Phone
9512770626

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Corona

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
We don't need to  be a part of the city of Corona.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 26, 2021 8:54 AM

Name
James Dyer

Email
dyerjd@aol.com

Phone
9516033001

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
To remain in district #1

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 25, 2021 8:57 PM

Name
Robert M Hafner

Email
bob.hafner@verizon.net

Phone
9512586404

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Leave all of Temescal Valley in the first district.  Do not break it up. 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Please leave our district as is.  I like the first district of Riverside County.  I 
like Melissa Melendez and Kelly Serrato to continue representing us.



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 25, 2021 7:16 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 18, 2021 8:18 AM

Name
James Horecka

Email
jhorecka@verizon.net

Phone
9513062340

ZIP Code
92596

What city/community do you live in?
Winchester

What do you consider important about your community?
Parks and Green Space

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Please keep the communities of Winchester and Homeland in the Third 
District.  We are grateful for all the Third District Supervisors and staff have 
done over the past few decades to help our tiny hamlet.  We are especially 
thankful for their support in creation of the Winchester Municipal Advisory 
Council (which added Homeland in the wake of redistricting after the 2010 
census).



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 17, 2021 9:09 PM

Name
Robin Grundmeyer

Email
mrsg_nhs@yahoo.com

Phone
9513102894

ZIP Code
92860

What city/community do you live in?
Norco

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Corona, Eastvale, Jurupa Valley



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Keeping communities together that have existing regional collaborations. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 17, 2021 7:21 PM

Name
NANCY LEAMAN

Email
NCL1355@MSN.COM

Phone

ZIP Code
92596

What city/community do you live in?
Winchester

What do you consider important about your community?
Economic Opportunities

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
WISH TO REMAIN IN THE 3RD DISTRICT   SUPERVISOR WASHINGTON HAS 
CHAMPIONED THE FORMATION OF THE MAC TO HELP PLAN THE FUTURE CITY 



OF WINCHESTER AND LARGE AMOUNTS OF THE COMMUNITY MONEY HAS 
BEEN SPENT TO CONTINUE TO MOVE TOWARDS CITYHOOD.

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
WE DO NOT WANT TO BE IN THE MENIFEE 4TH DISTRICT  OF SUPERVISOR 
HEWITT.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments





Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 17, 2021 6:06 PM

Name
Beverly Arias

Email
Beverly951@yahoo.com

Phone
9518584727

ZIP Code
92504

What city/community do you live in?
Riverside

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Ad 60 



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Hemet

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Available services…  Example… programs for seniors, food programs, health 
education programs, healthy food availability, medications, affordable 
housing, sufficient schools, better planning on the roads to unclog traffic, 
etc…



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 17, 2021 5:56 PM

Name
Opal Lawana Patrick-Thomas

Email
LawanaB@aol.com

Phone

ZIP Code

What city/community do you live in?
Winchester

What do you consider important about your community?
Rural atmosphere 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Keep us in district 3.  Homeland and Winchester 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 17, 2021 3:26 PM

Name
Angela D. Little, President, Winchester Homeland Town Association

Email
awlittle@msn.com

Phone
9517751323

ZIP Code
92596

What city/community do you live in?
Winchester

What do you consider important about your community?
Sense of Belonging

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Menifee.  The entire Winchester Homeland MAC area should stay in the third 
district, and should NOT be in the same district with Menifee, who may be 
seeking to create a sphere of influence into the MAC's boundaries.  This 
potential battle will need to have clear boundaries and no conflicts of interest 
on the part of our Supervisor. Supervisor Washington has championed our 
community planning, and has guided us as we formed the MAC to protect our 
area as we plan for cityhood.  We want to continue to be represented by 
Chuck Washington.  He knows our interests and challenges and should be in 
place to see the community plan come to fruition.  Attached please see the 
draft community plan (as of March, 2020) if you are not familiar with the 
planning efforts to date.  Thank you for your service to this very challenging 
redistricting task.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
2021-08-17 Draft of Community Plan.pdf, 5.16MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.



Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 13, 2021 11:08 AM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92223

What city/community do you live in?
Beaumont

What do you consider important about your community?
Availability of Services (ex. Healthcare, Shopping, Schools)

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.
Banning



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Calimesa

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 12, 2021 7:03 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92881

What city/community do you live in?
El Cerrito

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 11, 2021 7:37 PM

Name
Kelli Noss

Email
kellinoss@live.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
Corona city and northern territory. I feel like the 91 divide is such a big deal.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
We wish to stay in District 1 and NOT be moved up further into Corona's 
districting. We appreciate our own uniqueness and do not wish to be rolled 
into D2. 



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 5, 2021 3:18 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92545

What city/community do you live in?
Hemet

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 5, 2021 1:24 PM

Name

Email

Phone

ZIP Code
92549

What city/community do you live in?
Idyllwild-Pine Cove

What do you consider important about your community?
Restrict Airbnb's (927s) to commercial areas only.  They are dangerous on 
non-county roads especially.. 

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
Yes

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



We share more of a mentality with Palm Springs/Desert Springs.   We don't 
have anything in common with Temecula Murrieta and Anza, those are 
desert areas, we are mountainous and have trees.  

Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
No

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments



Riverside Redistricting Survey
Submitted By: Anonymous user

Submitted Time: August 2, 2021 11:57 AM

Name
Patrick Rutten

Email
pjrutten707@gmail.com

Phone

ZIP Code
92883

What city/community do you live in?
Temescal Valley

What do you consider important about your community?
Safety & Security

Are there nearby areas you want to be in a district with?
No

Please describe which area you want to be in the indicated 
district.



Are there nearby areas you DO NOT want to be in a district 
with?
Yes

Please describe which area you do not want to be in the 
indicated district.
District 5 near Lake Elsinore.

Would you like to add an attachment (10mb max cap)
, MB

Draw one area you want included in a district.

Comments
Maintain the integrity/identity of Temescal Valley…it is not a suburb of 
Corona or Elsinore!
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Elizabeth Ayala <elizabeth.ayala@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 10:18 AM
To: District2; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting comment

hello, 
I am a resident of & voter in Riverside county's district 2.   
 
I want the county to draw lines that have 
1) Geographic continuity 
2) Preserve communities of interest 
3) Respect geographic integrity 
4) Boundaries shall be easily identified by residents 
5) Geographic compactness 
6) Respect the voting rights act 
7) do not bifurcate or split up communities of color 
 
I do not care if the new maps mean two supervisors have to run against each other.  The criteria should never include 
preserving a politician's seat. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Ayala 
Riverside resident  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 10:36 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Automatic reply: Redistricting comment

Hello, 
  
I am currently out of the office, returning on Monday, August 23, 2021.  Please contact Damian Laning, GIS Manager 
(DLaning@rivco.org) for immediate assistance. 
  
Thank you, 
Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Andy Okoro <aokoro@ci.norco.ca.us>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 12:09 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: City of Norco Written Documents Regarding Redistricting and Communities of Interest
Attachments: Mayor Letter to Riverside County Redistricting Advisory Commission.pdf

Honorable Commission Members,  
 
Please find attached a letter from the Mayor of the City of Norco regarding your upcoming meeting to 
consider County Supervisors’ district boundaries. The City of Norco is urging you to keep the entire 
City of Norco under the same County Supervisor District.  
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.  
     
 

 

 

Andy Okoro 
City Manager 
2870 Clark Avenue, Norco, CA 92860 
Office: (951) 270-5611 | Cell: (951) 545-2017 
www.norco.ca.us | aokoro@ci.norco.ca.us 
Connect with Us! Facebook | Twitter | Vimeo | Nixle | Mobile App 

 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: kquintanilla@cityofpalmdesert.org
Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2021 5:39 PM
To: voterfirstact@crc.ca.gov
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting--Coachella Valley Perspective

Good evening, Distinguished Commissioners,  
 
The 2020 Census provides a snapshot of who we are as a nation, as a state, county and city levels. This data has been 
utilized since the founding of our nation.  Our nation has evolved, over time, but we cannot overlook the ways in which 
we still have work to do. The most recent data has shown a need to redraw district boundaries across the state. 
 
I have previously given my public comment during a Communities of Interest Forum for the Inland Empire where I 
addressed the need to keep the entirety of the Coachella Valley as one contiguous Assembly District where it is currently 
divided between AD42 and AD56, while being a part of a single Congressional District (36) and State Senate District 
(28).  The majority of the callers who addressed the Coachella Valley stated that it should be merged to allow for better 
representation and an end to the “Us vs Them” that thrives when there is a competition for resources at any level. This 
also extends North and South, isolating residents of Joshua Tree and 29 Palms who work, shop and see their healthcare 
providers in the Coachella Valley. If possible, the district should be as far as Blythe as the communities along Interstate 
10 share economic and environmental impacts of interstate travel and vehicular commerce. Environmental impacts 
make it imperative that the Coachella Valley have a part of the Salton Sea in the same district.  Dividing the Salton Sea 
across two districts acknowledge the shared responsibility, impact and consequences to both Imperial and Riverside 
Counties.  The Salton Sea must stay within one Congressional District as the federal support for this would require solid 
support.  Separating it would be an ecological disaster which Southern California cannot afford as we are in danger of 
becoming a second Owens Lake Disaster.  
 
During that public forum, I did not speak about Palm Desert, as I was awaiting the release of Census Data. Since 2010, 
Palm Desert has grown 5.6% in population size, and has also become more diverse.  According to the tabulations from 
our local newspaper, The Desert Sun, there have been changes that warrant looking at our district boundaries again. In 
2020, I became the first Latina elected to Palm Desert City Council.  This was possible because I had to sue the City of 
Palm Desert to comply with CVRA.  My Co‐Plaintiff and I settled on a less than perfect model because we felt it was the 
easiest way to have people be engaged in the districting effort and would be a great first example so we could learn 
from it.  My hope is that the new data will show that Palm Desert should completely end the electoral system from at 
large to district representation.  At this time, District 1 in Palm Desert came together as a community of interest by 
demographic representation and proximity to the Civic Center.  While campaigning and since taking office, I have heard 
from individuals who wish they were included in District 1 and those who wish their area had not separated from District 
2 (at large).  There is a grass roots organization, Drive For Five, working to engage residents and find a way to continue 
the effort for five equal districts, the way the other large cities in our desert have.  Residents of Palm Springs, Cathedral 
City and Indio have five equal municipal voter districts.  I humbly ask that the Redistricting Commission evaluate the 
unique situation in the City of Palm Desert. 
 
Healthiest regards,  
 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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Karina Quintanilla 
Councilmember 
Ph: 760.346.0611  
kquintanilla@cityofpalmdesert.org 
 

 

                        www.cityofpalmdesert.org  
 
Install the Palm Desert In Touch app to stay in touch with your community 
                  Android            Apple            Mobile Web 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Joan Donahue <donahue.joan@att.net>
Sent: Sunday, September 19, 2021 6:35 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting/City of Riverside/Supervisor Districts 1 & 2

 
 

September 20, 2021 
 
League of Women Voters Riverside writes to encourage the Riverside County Redistricting 
Commission to map the City of Riverside within one supervisor district. The City of Riverside is a 
contiguous population that shares common social and economic interests and should be included within 
a single district for effective and fair representation. 
 
As it stands now, the city’s northside, downtown and mid-town neighborhoods are carved out of the 
city and mapped in District 2 while the rest of the city is in District 1.  The district boundary is the 91 
freeway - akin to examples of gerrymandering in smaller cities where a district line is drawn right 
down the middle of Main Street.   
 
Consideration of communities of interest is paramount in drawing district lines. Clearly the residents of 
Riverside’s Northside, Downtown, Woods Streets and Magnolia Center share more interests with 
Riversiders right across the 91 freeway than they do with the newly incorporated communities across 
the Santa Ana River.   
 
As the largest city in the county, Riverside has a unique voice that must not be diluted. We share 
common interests with the rest of the county – housing, homelessness, transportation, and 
environmental concerns.  But, because of our size, we need one representative to specifically champion 
our bigger city issues in relation to county policy.  One representative, with undiluted attention to 
Riverside’s concerns, promotes accountability, encourages better understanding of county issues, and 
increases community engagement.  Moreover, fairly mapping the City of Riverside tells residents the 
county respects our community of interest and encourages participation in county decisions. 
 
We appreciate the County’s emphasis on transparency and accessibility during the redistricting 
process.  We look forward to equitable maps that follow the new redistricting laws outlined by the 
State of California. 
 
Joan Donahue, President 
League of Women Voters Riverside 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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951-479-2090 
Donahue.joan@att.net 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Nanette Pratini <nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 11:08 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: GIS data

Your website says the Census Redistricting GIS data will be available Sept. 30th. However the data (in a not very user‐
friendly format) seems to be already available on the US Census website (https://www.census.gov/programs‐
surveys/decennial‐census/about/rdo/summary‐files.html#P2). Are you anticipating another dataset, perhaps released 
by Riverside County GIS staff, as in 2011, that will be released Sept. 30? 
 
Thank you, 
 
P.S. I emailed the county GIS staff with a similar question but have not heard back from them 
 

Nanette Pratini, GISP ‐ GIS Specialist 
Albert A. Webb Associates 
3788 McCray Street, Riverside, CA 92506 
t: 951.248.4248 
e: nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com w: www.webbassociates.com 
LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube 

 
To help protect you r 
privacy, Micro so ft Office 
prevented au tomatic  
download of this pictu re 
from the Internet.
Albert A. WEBB A sso ciates

 

 
To help protect you r 
privacy, Micro so ft Office 
prevented au tomatic  
download of this pictu re 
from the Internet.
Albert A. WEBB A sso ciates 
TOP  Work Places 2020

 

 

Join our mailing list! 
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Protection Notice  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Federico, Brooke
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:09 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Odenbaugh, Rania; Farin, Jason; Bruckner, Scott; Mullen, Tom
Subject: RE: GIS data

Thank you. The website was updated last week and all references to Sept. 30 were removed and replaced with a 
statement that Census data was released mid‐August.  
 
Rania, do you want me to respond to this individual or is someone assigned to respond to these messages from the 
public?  
 

From: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:03 AM 
To: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott 
<SBruckner@rivco.org>; Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: FW: GIS data 
 
 
 

From: Nanette Pratini <nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 11:08 AM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: GIS data 
 
Your website says the Census Redistricting GIS data will be available Sept. 30th. However the data (in a not very user‐
friendly format) seems to be already available on the US Census website (https://www.census.gov/programs‐
surveys/decennial‐census/about/rdo/summary‐files.html#P2). Are you anticipating another dataset, perhaps released 
by Riverside County GIS staff, as in 2011, that will be released Sept. 30? 
 
Thank you, 
 
P.S. I emailed the county GIS staff with a similar question but have not heard back from them 
 

Nanette Pratini, GISP ‐ GIS Specialist 
Albert A. Webb Associates 
3788 McCray Street, Riverside, CA 92506 
t: 951.248.4248 
e: nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com w: www.webbassociates.com 
LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube 
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Join our mailing list!  

 

Protection Notice  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:12 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Riverside Community COI Submission
Attachments: COI Part 1.zip

Good morning,  
 
**EDIT: My initial email was flagged as too large to send. I am resending 2 separate emails in the hopes that these 
folders can be properly processed.  
 
I hope you all had a wonderful weekend. Please allow me to submit the attached zip folder of COIs from community 
partners across the county. A number of organizations held community meetings with residents and documented COIs 
that were identified in those meetings. They are here for your reference and consideration.  
 
All the best,  
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen 
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:14 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Riverside Community COI Submission
Attachments: COI Part 2.zip

The other half can be found below.  
 
On Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 11:11 AM Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> wrote: 
Good morning,   
 
**EDIT: My initial email was flagged as too large to send. I am resending 2 separate emails in the hopes that these 
folders can be properly processed.  
 
I hope you all had a wonderful weekend. Please allow me to submit the attached zip folder of COIs from community 
partners across the county. A number of organizations held community meetings with residents and documented COIs 
that were identified in those meetings. They are here for your reference and consideration.  
 
All the best,  
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen  
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 
 
 
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen  
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Odenbaugh, Rania
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:17 AM
To: Federico, Brooke; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Farin, Jason; Bruckner, Scott; Mullen, Tom
Subject: RE: GIS data

Hello Brooke‐ I was just in the middle of crafting a response as I do know Nanette and have worked with her in 
the past.  If its ok with you, I can respond.   
 
 
 
Thank you, 
Rania  

 
From: Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:09 AM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Farin, 
Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott <SBruckner@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: GIS data 
 
Thank you. The website was updated last week and all references to Sept. 30 were removed and replaced with a 
statement that Census data was released mid‐August.  
 
Rania, do you want me to respond to this individual or is someone assigned to respond to these messages from the 
public?  
 

From: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:03 AM 
To: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott 
<SBruckner@rivco.org>; Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: FW: GIS data 
 
 
 

From: Nanette Pratini <nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 11:08 AM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: GIS data 
 
Your website says the Census Redistricting GIS data will be available Sept. 30th. However the data (in a not very user‐
friendly format) seems to be already available on the US Census website (https://www.census.gov/programs‐
surveys/decennial‐census/about/rdo/summary‐files.html#P2). Are you anticipating another dataset, perhaps released 
by Riverside County GIS staff, as in 2011, that will be released Sept. 30? 
 
Thank you, 
 
P.S. I emailed the county GIS staff with a similar question but have not heard back from them 
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Nanette Pratini, GISP ‐ GIS Specialist 
Albert A. Webb Associates 
3788 McCray Street, Riverside, CA 92506 
t: 951.248.4248 
e: nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com w: www.webbassociates.com 
LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube 

 

 

 

 

 

Join our mailing list!  

 

Protection Notice  

 

 



15

Laning, Damian J.

From: Federico, Brooke
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:18 AM
To: Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Farin, Jason; Bruckner, Scott; Mullen, Tom
Subject: RE: GIS data

I support that plan. Thanks, Rania!  
 

From: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:17 AM 
To: Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>; Farin, Jason 
<JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott <SBruckner@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: GIS data 
 

Hello Brooke‐ I was just in the middle of crafting a response as I do know Nanette and have worked with her in 
the past.  If its ok with you, I can respond.   
 
 
 
Thank you, 
Rania  

 
From: Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:09 AM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Farin, 
Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott <SBruckner@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: GIS data 
 
Thank you. The website was updated last week and all references to Sept. 30 were removed and replaced with a 
statement that Census data was released mid‐August.  
 
Rania, do you want me to respond to this individual or is someone assigned to respond to these messages from the 
public?  
 

From: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org>  
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:03 AM 
To: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott 
<SBruckner@rivco.org>; Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: FW: GIS data 
 
 
 

From: Nanette Pratini <nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 11:08 AM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: GIS data 
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Your website says the Census Redistricting GIS data will be available Sept. 30th. However the data (in a not very user‐
friendly format) seems to be already available on the US Census website (https://www.census.gov/programs‐
surveys/decennial‐census/about/rdo/summary‐files.html#P2). Are you anticipating another dataset, perhaps released 
by Riverside County GIS staff, as in 2011, that will be released Sept. 30? 
 
Thank you, 
 
P.S. I emailed the county GIS staff with a similar question but have not heard back from them 
 

Nanette Pratini, GISP ‐ GIS Specialist 
Albert A. Webb Associates 
3788 McCray Street, Riverside, CA 92506 
t: 951.248.4248 
e: nanette.pratini@webbassociates.com w: www.webbassociates.com 
LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube 

 

 

 

 

 

Join our mailing list!  

 

Protection Notice  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: bob paul <bobnbarb01@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:01 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: re-districting

Temescal Valley in District 1, covers 19.3 square miles, has a current population of about 26,000 
people, and is a census-designated area. 
 
PLEASE do not move Temescal Valley to District 2 or any other district. We need to stay in District 1. 
We have worked too hard and too long, to be put into a different county district. Temescal Valley 
needs to remain intact in the First District. We are a strong, cohesive, diverse area, with its own 
identity; we have goals of eventually incorporating as our own city. 
 
We are happy with our District 1 supervisor Kevin Jeffries who does an outstanding job of 
representing our needs. Kevin Jeffries’ communication skills with his constituents are excellent and 
probably not found in other districts. If TV is annexed into another district, I do not feel we would be 
fairly represented. Our “sense of community” is long-standing, and unique to our area. 
 
Leave Temescal Valley in District 1 where it belongs !. Nothing is broke, so don’t move Temescal 
Valley to another district.  Thank you. 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Fisher <MFisher@oprusa.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 3:33 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Morongo Band of Mission Indians - Redistricting Feedback 
Attachments: 092821-13 Approved letter to Riverside County 5th District Sup.pdf

Good afternoon, 
Attached please find an official submission from the Morongo Tribal Council providing feedback from the Morongo Band 
of Mission Indians in regards to the current redistricting effort by the Riverside County Advisory Redistricting 
Commission. Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. 
 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Michael Fisher 
Spokesman 
The Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
909.234.3593 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 11:00 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Draft Map Block Equivalency Files

Good morning Riverside Redistricting Team,  
 
I hope you all are having an excellent morning. Thank you so much for posting 4 draft district maps over the weekend. 
Would you be able to share the block equivalency files with me of these maps? I noticed that the total population 
numbers were included in the posted maps but not the citizen voting age population or other demographic information. 
I would greatly appreciate having those files so that we can pull that analysis and help educate partners and the public 
about what these maps mean for the residents in the county.  
 
Thank you so much,  
 
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen 
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org>
Sent: Tuesday, October 5, 2021 8:19 PM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Cc: Cynthia Valencia; Odenbaugh, Rania; District2; District3 Information; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel 

Perez; District5
Subject: Letter re Riverside County Redistricting Process
Attachments: 2021-10-05 - ACLU SoCal Letter to Riverside BOS and Planning Commission re Redistricting.pdf

Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors and Members of the Riverside County Planning 
Commission: 
 
Attached please find a letter from the ACLU of Southern California regarding the County’s redistricting process. If you 
have any questions, please to not hesitate to contact me at jgomez@aclusocal.org and Cynthia Valencia at 
cvalencia@aclusocal.org.  
 
Best,  
 
Julia Gomez, Staff Attorney 
ACLU of Southern California 
1313 W 8th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(o) 213.977.5258 
  
aclusocal.org ||  facebook  ||  twitter  ||  blog  ||  app 
  
ACLU SoCal: STAND FOR JUSTICE >> Download our mobile app at mobilejusticeca.org 
  
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 LAW.  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 OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tanya Pellegrini <Tpellegrini@MALDEF.org>
Sent: Friday, October 8, 2021 8:58 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5
Cc: Ernest Herrera; Thomas A. Saenz
Subject: Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Process
Attachments: Ltr to Riverside County (10.8.21).pdf

Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors and Members of the Riverside County Redistricting Advisory 
Commission: 
 
Please find attached correspondence regarding Riverside County supervisorial redistricting process.  Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tanya G. Pellegrini (she/her)  
Staff Attorney 
 
MALDEF 
1512 14th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Ph (916) 444‐3031 
www.maldef.org 
  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e‐mail transmission from The Mexican American Legal Defense & Educational Fund, and any 
documents, files or previous e‐mail messages attached to it may contain confidential information that is legally privileged.  If 
you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is 
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify us by reply e‐mail or by 
telephone at (916) 444‐3031, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving it in any 
manner. 

  CAUTION:   This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. 
DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Hendrickson, Melody
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 10:45 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting letter (MALDEF)

Good morning, all. 
 
Sending you redistricting information for situational awareness. 
 
MALDEF (Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund) tagged County of Riverside’s Instagram account with 
the following statement: 
 
MALDEF WEIGHS IN ON RIVERSIDE CO REDISTRICTING 
Maldef asks @RivCoNOW  Board of Supervisors to comply with state and federal voting rights law and reveal all relevant 
Census data, and create two Latino opportunity districts.  Read the letter at link in bio. 
 
Link below: 
 
https://www.maldef.org/wp‐content/uploads/2021/10/Ltr‐to‐Riverside‐County‐10.8.21‐1.pdf 
 
 
 
M elody Hendrickson 
Senior M anagem ent Analyst 
Riverside County Executive O ffice 
m hendrickson@ rivco.org 
m ain: (951) 955-1110 
direct: (951) 955-1185 
 

 
 
This email message, including any attachments, is intended for the sole viewing and use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain 
confidential and privileged information, which is prohibited from disclosure.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, distribution, or the taking of any action in 
reliance on the information contained in this email, including attachments, is prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination or copy of this message, or any attachment, is strictly prohibited.  If you have received a copy of this email in error, please notify the sender by reply 
email immediately, and remove all copies of the original message, including attachments, from your computer. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Greta Kaas-Lent <gretakaaslent@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 11:28 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Comment on Riverside County Redistricting

 

 

 

Riverside County Redistricting Commission: 

  

After careful review of the four DRAFT County District maps, the League of 
Women Voters Southwest Riverside County would like to share the following 
recommendations. 

  

The LWV SW Riverside County has members in Menifee, Hemet, Lake Elsinore, 
Murrieta, Temecula, and several members in unincorporated areas of southwest 
Riverside County.  

  

Our recommendations are: 

  

1.     The cities of Menifee, Lake Elsinore, Wildomar, Murrieta and Temecula need to be 
in the same district.  These five cities are all commuter cities in which most 
residents work or go to school in San Diego, Orange or Los Angeles Counties. The 
cities share school districts, water districts, transportation issues, and 
environmental concerns. These five cities work together, depend on each other, 
and make up the heart of southwest Riverside County.  
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2.     League members from the City of Hemet feel strongly about being mapped with 
East Hemet, Valle Vista and San Jacinto.  These communities share common 
regional concerns and a long‐time working relationship that should be united in 
one district and, with County support, encouraged to flourish. 

  

Thank you for considering our recommendations. We look forward to your next 
DRAFT maps.  

  

Members of the League of Women Voters ‐ Southwest Riverside County 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Thursday, October 14, 2021 5:18 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Sky Allen
Subject: Map Submission
Attachments: Riv County Narrative.pdf; export.zip; RivCountyBos_Maptitude.pdf

Afternoon, 
 
We have attached draft maps that we would like to submit on the record as recommendations for the commission. 
These maps show that 2 vra compliant districts can be created within the county. If you have any questions and/or 
concerns, please do not hesitate to contact myself or Sky Allen who is cc'd on this email. 
 
Attached are  
1) Narrative highlighting the districts and COIs 
2) PDF of the maps with population and CVAP numbers 
3) Zip file with block equivalency and shapefiles 
 
best, 
Michael Gomez Daly 
951‐977‐1281 
Executive Director, Inland Empire United 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Thursday, October 14, 2021 5:24 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Sky Allen
Subject: Re: Map Submission
Attachments: Riv County Narrative_Corrected.pdf

Noticed a small error in the narrative. For District 5 it had it as VRA compliant, it is not. Attached is the corrected version. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Thu, Oct 14, 2021 at 5:18 PM Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> wrote: 
Afternoon, 
 
We have attached draft maps that we would like to submit on the record as recommendations for the commission. 
These maps show that 2 vra compliant districts can be created within the county. If you have any questions and/or 
concerns, please do not hesitate to contact myself or Sky Allen who is cc'd on this email. 
 
Attached are  
1) Narrative highlighting the districts and COIs 
2) PDF of the maps with population and CVAP numbers 
3) Zip file with block equivalency and shapefiles 
 
best, 
Michael Gomez Daly 
951‐977‐1281 
Executive Director, Inland Empire United 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Federico, Brooke
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 2:14 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Van Wagenen, Jeffrey; Perez, Juan; Rogers, Dave; Leach, Charissa
Subject: FW: Perris City Letter Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps
Attachments: Perris Letter_Redistricting Maps_October 18_2021.pdf

Letter from City of Perris attached.  
 

From: Monica Martinez <MMartinez@cityofperris.org>  
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 1:56 PM 
To: Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org> 
Subject: Perris City Letter Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good afternoon Mr. Federico, 
 
Would you be so kind as to forward this letter from the City of Perris to Mr. Jeffrey Van Wagenen?  I was unable to 
locate his email. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 

Monica Martinez 
Executive Assistant 
Office of the City Manager 
(951) 943‐6100 ext. 281 
FAX (951) 943‐4246 
 

City of Perris 
101 North “D” St. 
Perris, CA 92570 
 

 
 
 
 

From: Monica Martinez  
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 1:34 PM 
To: district4@rivco.org 
Subject: Perris City Letter Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps 
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Good afternoon Mr. Van Wagenen, 
 
On behalf of the City of Perris, please see the attached letter for your consideration.  
 
Thank you.  
 
 

Monica Martinez 
Executive Assistant 
Office of the City Manager 
(951) 943‐6100 ext. 281 
FAX (951) 943‐4246 
 

City of Perris 
101 North “D” St. 
Perris, CA 92570 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 5:09 PM
To: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; 

District5
Cc: COB; Sarabia, Elizabeth; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting
Attachments: Letter to Riverside Board of Supervisors.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Afternoon,  
 
Please find the attached letter in response to draft maps proposed by the planning commission. 
 
best, 
Michael Gomez Daly 
Director, Inland Empire United 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Marc Feldstein <marc.feldstein1990@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 7:13 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5
Subject: Maps Versus Representation

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.   
Hello, 
 
Thanks for the opportunity to comment on re-districting. Briefly, I've served as an Illinois township trustee and now live in 
Riverside.  
I was a social worker for 6 years and have worked in the retirement plans and insurance industry for about 19 years. So, I 
suggest 
I'm not a Sunday morning pundit or 'expert' (who demands that schools get re-opened only to pull their kids from school  
as soon as that occurs). 
 
Does the County acknowledge that this year's redistricting will be more challenging than most? Regardless of one's public 
policy  
perspective, the Census was tinkered with. Do you recall another year where folks tried to change how questions were 
worded or  
to end the Census data collection period about 1 month early. Hence, the reasonable person perceives that the data 
collected  
from the imperfect Census is well, inaccurate. 
 
I wrote to mention that with the current Board, it's not the maps, its the supervisors themselves. For example, they 
disagreed with a 
 Public Health official that the board appointed. Hence, Dr. Kaiser wasn't allowed to act as he saw fit; something this 
Board does every day.  
They didn't find fault with how he ran the office, though rescinded a vital order! Whether 84 or in 5th grade, whether 
healthy or not, people are  
still dying of this very real virus. One must wonder if the Board acted differently, if our County would have fewer resident 
deaths 
and fewer residents with post covid chronic conditions. Also, the board made our County look like a circus based on how 
they went 
about rescinding the order.  . 
 
Removing a CEO and Public Health officer within weeks, during a pandemic and uncertain economic times makes 
little sense and appears 
 to go against the Board's near-fiduciary responsibility to ensure the fiscal and public policy stability within the County. 
Let's not forget, 
the County is an issuer of BONDS. Those bonds are partially based on the Board's actions and perceived risk profile.   
 
This Board is supposedly fiscally conservative. Yet, they have deferred compensation. Is that AWARDED on merit? As far 
as the idea  
that the deferred compensation is in lieu of paid time off, the majority of the Board doesn't believe in (mandated) paid time 
off. Also, are you 
 saying that each board member's time-off accrual is equivalent to $12,000 per year? For most families, you use the time 
off you have and  
if you don't use all of it, you lose it. Since there's no usage or 'evaporation,' this is a guaranteed $12,000 per year; nearly 
10% of their 
salary.  Mr. Hewitt gets pay in lieu of both paid time off and Calpers. Doesn't it cost the county more to administer mr. 
hewitt's plan than to  
participate in calpers? When you accept a position, you accept its total compensation. Why is he exempt from that 
approach? 
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Isn't the $143,000 they receive from the 'horrendous, inept, power hungry' government enough? You could put 3 families 
together and not  
have a combined income of $143,000. I know that's percentage of the judges' salary. Yet, they can use the County's 
$8,000 membership in the  
Western Riverside County Board of Governments to either lobby to change the formula or for the County to have the 
LOCAL CONTROL to set 
county board supervisor salaries.  
Please consider that my wife and my car loans total $500+ and i just read that a 2021 Range Rover has a monthly 
payment of about $490. 
Hence, even if the Board 'needs' a car allowance (socialistic, isn't it?) why must it be the equivalent of two cars or a high 
end car? 
If I'm working for a company and am REQUIRED to attend a meeting, I don't get an additional stipend. I don't understand 
the rationale 
behind most board members being paid a stipend over and above the excessive other compensation and benefits they 
receive.  
Also, I doubt this, the deferred compensation and car allowance are due to A STATE MANDATE. 
Group health insurance premiums appear to be $820 per Board member per month? Or is this for them and their spouses 
(Socialism!). 
If the Board would like help shopping for less expensive coverage, I can recommend a few colleagues.   
 
Despite having a fiscally conservative board, the County faces a deficit, one of the most divided populaces I've ever seen 
and a Sheriff 
who admits to not doing his job by telling us what he won't enforce. If John Smith doesn't do all 10 tasks on his job 
description, he either 
doesn't keep his job or he gets paid less. 
Yes, the Sheriff is an elected official. Yet, the Board has a near fiduciary responsibility to ensure the County is seen in a 
neutral or positive light, 
that decent risk management principles are adhered to, and the people see value in the services provided. 
 
This Sheriff lied to our faces when he said his deputies didn't damage the window of an imported car near downtown, 
despite there being video evidence. 
The sheriff failed to enforce County ordinances on county property during a county board meeting. The Sheriff has done 
nothing to put a stop to 
or reduce the settlements that are being paid out. In fact, some would argue his machismo doesn't set a solid example for 
the rest of the RCSO 
staff. At what point does the Board act to fix the lack of risk management, lack of brand management, and dereliction 
of duty? 
 
You may be aware that in Moreno Valley, AMR has a 10+ minute average response time. This isn't a best practice. Cities 
large and small have up to 
a 7-8 minute response time. Despite this lack of gold-standard service, county residents receive a bill for $1,200. Aside 
from the cost, LIVES ARE AT STAKE.  
When Officer Moye was shot, it seems like he was transported by Riverside City PD helicopter. I believe they used their 
R-22. That must have been a tight fit.  
Is it possible it crossed officers' minds that AMR has a horrendous response time? 
 
When I've spoken to my Board Member he's said he's only one person. Yes, but it's a small Board. He's also the person 
who brags about his decades 
of fire service experience. What good is that experience if its not put to use? 
 
Let's not forget the wonderful new jail. The new jail where you can't meet in person with an inmate. Consider that most 
people in the jail haven't 
been convicted yet. So, if you deny a person basic civil rights, you can expect a lawsuit. What experts designed this jail? 
Why not allow virtual 
visits from a relative's home - at nominal cost - instead of requiring someone to drive to the jail to interact via video? Yet 
again, my 
board member said it was done before he was on the board. Is he not able to request a bid for a retrofit or identify a work-
around before the 
county is sued? Is that not what the deferred compensation is for? 
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Hence, when the candidates and incumbents are the likes of Spiegel, Hewitt, Jefferies, etc. IT DOESN'T MATTER WHAT 
THE MAPS LOOK LIKE. 
We'd still end up a divided, angry, spendthrift County with not enough to show for it. 
 
Marc J. Feldstein 
Licensed Broker 
Feldstein Insurance Services 
Riverside, CA 92508 
951-384-1857 
 
Cal. Lic. 0K28918 
 
We offer a variety of consumer and commercial insurance services.  
 
Our business THRIVES on referrals, so be sure to let us know of your 
family, friends, and neighbors that would benefit from our services. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: valerie@gorecreation.org
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 8:00 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: valerie@gorecreation.org
Subject: VALLEY-WIDE - Letter to RivCo Redistricting Commission 20201018 signed
Attachments: VALLEY-WIDE - Letter to RivCo Redistricting Commission 20201018 signed.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Honorable Commission Members,  
  
Please find attached a letter from the President of the Valley‐Wide Recreation and Park District Board of Directors 
regarding your upcoming meeting to consider County Supervisors’ district boundaries. Valley‐Wide Recreation is urging 
you to consider Map Option “C” for reasons discussed in the attached letter. 
  
Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment, and please provide me confirmation that you received this Email. 
 
Best, 
 

Valerie J. Florez 
Executive Assistant / Clerk of the Board 
Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District 
 E: Valerie@GoRecreation.org P: (951) 654-1505 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 

 Please consider the environment before you print this email.  

Statement of Confidentiality: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee. The 
information may also be confidential and/or legally privileged. This transmission is sent for the sole purpose of delivery to the 
intended recipient. If you have received this transmission in error, any use, reproduction, or dissemination of this transmission is 
strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify the sender by reply email and delete this 
message and its attachments, if any. Email is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC SS 2510‐2521 and is 
legally privileged.  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tisa Rodriguez (RCDP) <chair.rcdp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2021 11:48 AM
To: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; 

District5; Planning
Cc: Sarabia, Elizabeth; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Riverside County Board of Supervisors Redistricting Process
Attachments: Riv Co Redistricting 10192021.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Please see the attached letter from the Riverside County Democratic Party in regards to the proposed maps for the 
Board of Supervisor’s redistricting process.  Thank you.  
 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
 
Tisa Rodriguez 
Chair 
Riverside County Democratic Party 
(951)483-9990 
www.RiversideCountyDemocrats.org 
Follow Us on Facebook: @RiversideCountyDemocrats 
Follow Us on Instagram: @RiversideCountyDemocrats 
Follow Us on Twitter: @Official RCDP 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tanya Pellegrini <Tpellegrini@MALDEF.org>
Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2021 3:59 PM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5
Cc: Ernest Herrera; Thomas A. Saenz
Subject: Re: Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Process
Attachments: 211019 - Correction Ltr to Riverside County.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors and Members of the Riverside County Redistricting Advisory 
Commission: 
 
Please find attached correspondence regarding a correction to MALDEF's letter dated October 8, 2021.  Thank you. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Tanya G. Pellegrini (she/her)  
Staff Attorney 
 
MALDEF 
1512 14th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Ph (916) 444‐3031 
www.maldef.org 
  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e‐mail transmission from The Mexican American Legal Defense & Educational Fund, and any 
documents, files or previous e‐mail messages attached to it may contain confidential information that is legally privileged.  If 
you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is 
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify us by reply e‐mail or by 
telephone at (916) 444‐3031, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving it in any 
manner. 

From: Tanya Pellegrini 
Sent: Friday, October 8, 2021 8:57 AM 
To: COB@rivco.org; RivCoRedistricting@rivco.org; district1@rivco.org; district2@rivco.org; d3email@rivco.org; 
district4@rivco.org; district5@rivco.org 
Cc: Ernest Herrera; Thomas A. Saenz 
Subject: Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Process  
  
Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors and Members of the Riverside County Redistricting Advisory 
Commission: 
 
Please find attached correspondence regarding Riverside County supervisorial redistricting process.  Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Tanya G. Pellegrini (she/her)  
Staff Attorney 
 
MALDEF 
1512 14th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Ph (916) 444‐3031 
www.maldef.org 
  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e‐mail transmission from The Mexican American Legal Defense & Educational Fund, and any 
documents, files or previous e‐mail messages attached to it may contain confidential information that is legally privileged.  If 
you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is 
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify us by reply e‐mail or by 
telephone at (916) 444‐3031, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving it in any 
manner. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Arthur Jennings <ajrugby1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 23, 2021 2:59 PM
To: cityclerk@ci.riverside.ca.us
Cc: Riverside County Registrar of Voters; County of Riverside CA; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Riverside Gateway Project

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   
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My advice to all Councils please help house the homeless folks first don’t waste tax payer money like you did with bike 
tracks every where. My suggestion is attached I suggest we take care of the real humane problems that our City is FULL 
OF.  
Suggestion I could teach the homeless plus volunteers to build there own homes above flood level for the Homeless 
living along the River bottom. Why waste public money like what was wasted on Bike lanes every where which are 
hardly ever used. My suggestion is we spend the same money helping the homeless folks the Riverside is so full off. 
Please keep safe cheers AJ 
 
 
 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 



41

Laning, Damian J.

From: SpanishVIP Partners <partners@spanishvip.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 3:57 PM
Subject: Language education subsidy

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear staff, 
 
Hope your team is well. We are launching a program to offer libraries/institutions free access for their members to take 
online Spanish classes with licensed instructors, to facilitate more equitable access to education. Is this an initiative you 
would be interested in supporting? 
 
SpanishVIP is an online Spanish school. One group classes run 24 hours a day, Monday to Friday, and we would be 
opening these classes up as a charitable arm to our programs, at no cost to participating organizations. Please let me 
know if you would like to discuss further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Connor 
 
 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 
Connor Ondriska 
CEO/Co‐founder at SpanishVIP 
partners@spanishvip.com  
+1 844‐942‐2527 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Joan Donahue <donahue.joan@att.net>
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 4:18 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: CVAP Data

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Advisory Redistricting Commission –  
 
League of Women Voters Riverside writes to ask about access to Citizen Voting Age Population data 
(CVAP). Where can citizens find CVAP data for cities in Riverside County? 
 
Our League serves the people of Riverside, Murrieta, Menifee, Temecula, Perris, Lake Elsinore, 
Corona and Norco. We would like to draft and submit maps to the Advisory Redistricting Commission 
for their consideration.  
 
Given the Board of Supervisor’s decision to reject initial maps that did not include CVAP data, this 
information is crucial for resident’s draft maps. 
 
Please let us know where CVAP data for Riverside County’s cities can be accessed. A table that lists 
the County’s cities with corresponding columns denoting the population and percent of each race’s 
voting populations would be a great resource. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Joan Donahue, President 
League of Women Voters Riverside 
951-479-2090 
Donahue.joan@att.net 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tracy Sanford Wachtel <pjriv11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2021 8:06 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Independent Commission

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mireya Cuevas <mireya@icucpico.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2021 4:39 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Hello, I will like to attend a public hearing. 
 
Thank you, 
Mireya Cuevas 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Kevin Short <kevins@anzaelectric.org>
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 9:41 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Hellweg, Opal
Subject: Redistricting comments
Attachments: Redistricting comment letter.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AEC) is pleased to submit comments regarding the current redistricting 

proposal in Riverside County. AEC is grateful for the opportunity to comment, and is respectful of the efforts of 

the Executive Office Technical Committee (EOTC) in developing Draft Maps A through G. 

I am available for any questions regarding this submittal via email or at the number listed below. 

 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Short 

General Manager 

 
======== 
Kevin Short 
General Manager 
Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
(951)763-4333 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 4:23 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; Bruckner, Scott; Farin, Jason; Federico, Brooke
Subject: Fw: GRCC Riverside County Redistricting Letter
Attachments: GRCC OCT 2021 Riverside County Redistricting Letter.pdf

Forwarding for inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Andrew Sall <asall@riverside‐chamber.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 4:12 PM 
To: Spiegel, Karen <KSSpiegel@rivco.org>; Jeffries, Kevin <KJeffries@RIVCO.ORG>; Washington, Carolyn 
<cwashington@riversidesheriff.org>; Perez, V. Manuel <v.mperez@rivco.org>; Hewitt, Jeff <JHewitt@rivco.org> 
Cc: Cindy Roth <CRoth@riverside‐chamber.com>; Nicholas Adcock <NAdcock@riverside‐chamber.com>; Van Wagenen, 
Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG>; COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: GRCC Riverside County Redistricting Letter  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good Afternoon Chair Spiegel and Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
  
On behalf of the Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce, representing over 1,200 local employers and 110,000 jobs in
the Inland Southern California region, please see the attached letter in regards to Riverside County’s redistricting process.
I would like to thank you and your staff for giving members of the public the opportunity to comment on the draft maps
and for upholding the Voting Rights Act to ensure all communities are fairly represented. 
  
Our Board of Directors was pleased to be joined by Mr. Tom Mullen, Jr. for a report on the maps that are currently under
consideration.  
  
As you know, Riverside is a tight‐knit community that serves as the economic, social, and civic hub for Riverside County.
We respectfully request your consideration to keep the City of Riverside geographically whole in future discussions and
iterations of the maps. 
  
Distinct features of Riverside include: 

         The  long and positive  relationship with March Air Reserve Base  (MARB). MARB exists  today because of  the
Chamber and City’s advocacy to  locate the base here  in our region. The community continues to support the 
mission, service members, and growth of  the base due  to  the significant economic presence  it brings  to our
region. Additionally, Western Municipal Water District is the local service provider for MARB and is a key partner
in delivering reliable water supplies and spearheading projects that will position the base for the success in the
coming decades; and 
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         The northern end, featuring the Hunter Industrial Park, which maintains a strong manufacturing and  logistics
presence  that benefits  the entire city. Large and  international companies, such as Bourns, chose  to  locate  in
Riverside because of partnerships between the business community and civic leaders. Additionally, leadership in
Riverside  recently  approved  the  Innovation  District  and  Northside  Specific  Plan, which  aim  to  drive  future
development into the area; and 

         The La Sierra area, which  is a culturally significant  region within  the City of Riverside. Alvord Unified School
District serves students in the La Sierra area and collaborates closely with the City of Riverside and the neighboring
Riverside Unified School District to create successful learning environments for students. La Sierra is an important
gateway and connection point to the City of Corona and all efforts should be made to maintain this bridge within
Riverside’s district; and 

         The Santa Ana River Trail, which  is one of the top priorities for Riverside Mayor Patricia Lock Dawson. Mayor
Lock Dawson, City staff, and the business community see the Santa Ana River Trail as an opportunity for future
development while addressing concerns such as homelessness and the need to increase water levels. 

  
We appreciate the County’s willingness to release several iterations of the maps that include these neighborhoods and 
assets within Riverside’s district, and respectfully recommend leadership move forward with Maps A, C, or D. 
  
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  and  we  look  forward  to  continuing  the  dialogue  to  enhance  representation  for
Riverside’s residents and businesses. 
  
Please let us know if you have any questions. 
  
Andrew Sall 
Governmental Affairs Manager 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
Staff Liaison 
Monday Morning Group of Western Riverside County 
Email: asall@riverside‐chamber.com 
Phone: (951) 683‐7100 ext. 220 
Fax: (951) 683‐2670 
Stay updated 24/7: 
  

 
“The Chamber...building a stronger local economy 
  
  



48

Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 5:07 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; Bruckner, Scott; Farin, Jason; Federico, Brooke
Subject: Fw: GRCC Riverside County Redistricting Letter
Attachments: GRCC OCT 2021 Riverside County Redistricting Letter UPDATED.pdf

Update from the Riverside Chamber of Commerce. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Nicholas Adcock <NAdcock@riverside‐chamber.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 5:01 PM 
To: Spiegel, Karen <KSSpiegel@rivco.org>; Jeffries, Kevin <KJeffries@RIVCO.ORG>; Washington, Carolyn 
<cwashington@riversidesheriff.org>; Perez, V. Manuel <v.mperez@rivco.org>; Hewitt, Jeff <JHewitt@rivco.org> 
Cc: Cindy Roth <CRoth@riverside‐chamber.com>; Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG>; COB 
<COB@RIVCO.ORG>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Andrew Sall <asall@riverside‐chamber.com> 
Subject: RE: GRCC Riverside County Redistricting Letter  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good Afternoon Chair Spiegel and Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
  
After receiving additional information regarding the current status of draft redistricting maps, please see the attached letter 
that updates the Chamber’s position on the proposed maps to date. Please accept this letter in place of the letter in the 
email below. 
  
RE: Riverside County Redistricting – UPDATED 10/29/21 4:53 PM  
  
On behalf of the Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce, representing over 1,200 local employers and 110,000 jobs in 
the Inland Southern California region, I am writing in regards to Riverside County’s redistricting process. I would like to 
thank you and your staff for giving members of the public the opportunity to comment on the draft maps and for upholding 
the Voting Rights Act to ensure all communities are fairly represented.  
Our Board of Directors was pleased to be joined by Mr. Tom Mullen, Jr. for a report on the maps that are currently under 
consideration.  
  
As you know, Riverside is a tight-knit community that serves as the economic, social, and civic hub for Riverside County. 
We respectfully request your consideration to keep the City of Riverside geographically whole in future discussions and 
iterations of the maps.  
Distinct features of Riverside include:  
  
  The long and positive relationship with March Air Reserve Base (MARB). MARB exists today because of the 

Chamber and City’s advocacy to locate the base here in our region. The community continues to support the 
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mission, service members, and growth of the base due to the significant economic presence it brings to our region. 
Additionally, Western Municipal Water District is the local service provider for MARB and is a key partner in 
delivering reliable water supplies and spearheading projects that will position the base for the success in the coming 
decades; and  

  The northern end, featuring the Hunter Industrial Park, which maintains a strong manufacturing and logistics presence 
that benefits the entire city. Large and international companies, such as Bourns, chose to locate in Riverside 
because of partnerships between the business community and civic leaders. Additionally, leadership in Riverside 
recently approved the Innovation District and Northside Specific Plan, which aim to drive future development into 
the area; and  

  The La Sierra area, which is a culturally significant region within the City of Riverside. Alvord Unified School District 
serves students in the La Sierra area and collaborates closely with the City of Riverside and the neighboring 
Riverside Unified School District to create successful learning environments for students. La Sierra is an important 
gateway and connection point to the City of Corona and all efforts should be made to maintain this bridge within 
Riverside’s district; and  

  The Santa Ana River Trail, which is one of the top priorities for Riverside Mayor Patricia Lock Dawson. Mayor Lock 
Dawson, City staff, and the business community see the Santa Ana River Trail as an opportunity for future 
development while addressing concerns such as homelessness and the need to increase water levels.  

  
We appreciate the County’s willingness to release several iterations of the maps that include these neighborhoods and 
assets within Riverside’s district, and respectfully recommend leadership consider the following maps with requested 
modifications in light of these comments:  
  Map Fv1 with the modification of maintaining the Northside area of the City of Riverside within the proposed District 1 

boundaries;  
  Map Hv5 with the modification of maintaining the La Sierra area of the City of Riverside within the proposed District 1 

boundaries; or  
  Map I with the modifications of maintaining 1) the EastHills/Mission Grove/Canyon Springs area of the City of 

Riverside and 2) March Air Reserve Base within the proposed District 1 boundaries.  
  
Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to continuing the dialogue to enhance representation for Riverside’s 
residents and businesses.  
  
Please let us know if you have any questions. 
  
Thank you for your time and attention. 
  
Respectfully, 
  
Nicholas Adcock 
Vice President  
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
Email: nadcock@riverside-chamber.com 

Phone: (951) 683-7100 ext. 217 
  
From: Andrew Sall  
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 4:13 PM 
To: Spiegel, Karen; kjeffries@rivco.org; cwashington@rivco.org; v.mperez@rivco.org; jhewitt@rivco.org 
Cc: Cindy Roth; Nicholas Adcock; jvanwagenen@rivco.org; cob@rivco.org; Mullen, Tom 
Subject: GRCC Riverside County Redistricting Letter 
  
Good Afternoon Chair Spiegel and Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
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On behalf of the Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce, representing over 1,200 local employers and 110,000 jobs in
the Inland Southern California region, please see the attached letter in regards to Riverside County’s redistricting process.
I would like to thank you and your staff for giving members of the public the opportunity to comment on the draft maps
and for upholding the Voting Rights Act to ensure all communities are fairly represented. 
  
Our Board of Directors was pleased to be joined by Mr. Tom Mullen, Jr. for a report on the maps that are currently under
consideration.  
  
As you know, Riverside is a tight‐knit community that serves as the economic, social, and civic hub for Riverside County.
We respectfully request your consideration to keep the City of Riverside geographically whole in future discussions and
iterations of the maps. 
  
Distinct features of Riverside include: 

         The  long and positive  relationship with March Air Reserve Base  (MARB). MARB exists  today because of  the
Chamber and City’s advocacy to  locate the base here  in our region. The community continues to support the
mission, service members, and growth of  the base due  to  the significant economic presence  it brings  to our
region. Additionally, Western Municipal Water District is the local service provider for MARB and is a key partner
in delivering reliable water supplies and spearheading projects that will position the base for the success in the
coming decades; and 

         The northern end, featuring the Hunter Industrial Park, which maintains a strong manufacturing and  logistics
presence  that benefits  the entire city. Large and  international companies, such as Bourns, chose  to  locate  in
Riverside because of partnerships between the business community and civic leaders. Additionally, leadership in 
Riverside  recently  approved  the  Innovation  District  and  Northside  Specific  Plan, which  aim  to  drive  future
development into the area; and 

         The La Sierra area, which  is a culturally significant  region within  the City of Riverside. Alvord Unified School
District serves students in the La Sierra area and collaborates closely with the City of Riverside and the neighboring
Riverside Unified School District to create successful learning environments for students. La Sierra is an important 
gateway and connection point to the City of Corona and all efforts should be made to maintain this bridge within
Riverside’s district; and 

         The Santa Ana River Trail, which  is one of the top priorities for Riverside Mayor Patricia Lock Dawson. Mayor 
Lock Dawson, City staff, and the business community see the Santa Ana River Trail as an opportunity for future
development while addressing concerns such as homelessness and the need to increase water levels. 

  
We appreciate the County’s willingness to release several iterations of the maps that include these neighborhoods and
assets within Riverside’s district, and respectfully recommend leadership move forward with Maps A, C, or D. 
  
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  and  we  look  forward  to  continuing  the  dialogue  to  enhance  representation  for
Riverside’s residents and businesses. 
  
Please let us know if you have any questions. 
  
Andrew Sall 
Governmental Affairs Manager 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
Staff Liaison 
Monday Morning Group of Western Riverside County 
Email: asall@riverside‐chamber.com 
Phone: (951) 683‐7100 ext. 220 
Fax: (951) 683‐2670 
Stay updated 24/7: 
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“The Chamber...building a stronger local economy 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 8:11 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Proposed drawings of Riverside County's (5) BOS district maps
Attachments: RIVCO BOS PROPOSED(5) DISTRICTS MAPs (1).pdf

Forwarding for inclusion.  Map attached from LULAC. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Gilberto Esquivel <gilberto2939@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 31, 2021 4:35 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Proposed drawings of Riverside County's (5) BOS district maps  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Greetings Mr. Mullen, 
As per your request I'm attaching a copy of the proposed drawings of the (5) BOS district maps for Riverside County. 
Please consider our 
request as per these maps which we feel will give our communities a more equitable opportunity to elect candidates of our 
choice. Three of these maps we sent without their corresponding CVAP numbers, we are working on that now and as 
soon as we have them I'll send them to you, hopely before Monday. 
 
Truly, 
 
Gilberto Esquivel 
LULAC of Riverside Council @ 3190 
951-801-2570 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 8:12 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Community Redistricting Map Submittal
Attachments: WalshVersion4Mapfinalwithdata.pdf; WalshVersion5Mapfinalwithdata.pdf

Forwarding for inclusion.  Two maps attached from Ms. Walsh. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 31, 2021 4:40 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Fwd: Community Redistricting Map Submittal  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

 

 

Tom Mullens, 
 
Please include the attached two community redistricting maps Walsh Version 4 and Walsh Version 5 with population 
data to be added to the  
Community draft redistricting maps. 

Please add these community redistricting maps to the Public Record. 

Please submit to the Board of Supervisors. 

Please submit to the Planning Commissions for the November 3, 2021 meeting Agenda Item 6.1 

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 
abilene149@gmail.com  
951‐317‐6868 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 8:14 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Redistricting Maps
Attachments: Redistricting Boundaries with CA Adjusted Census Population Data - Sincich Map 2- Rev 

10-29-2021.ppt; Sincich Redistricting Boundaries With CA Adjusted Census Population Data - Rev. 
10-29-2021.ppt

Forwarding for inclusion.  Two maps from Mr. Sincich. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Jerry Sincich <jsincich1@ca.rr.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 1:42 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting Maps  
  
Hi Tom, 
  
I appreciate your help and feedback on my previously submitted maps. The attached maps have been updated based on 
your feedback (data tables). I would appreciate your feedback (data tables for each map) upon your review of the 
attached redistricting maps.   
  
Regards, 
Jerry Sincich 
  

From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 5:57 PM 
To: jsincich1 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania 
Subject: Re: Redistricting Maps 
  
Good evening Mr. Sincich, 
  
Thank you again for sharing your maps and input with us.  I have reviewed your maps, update to version 1 (as 
of 10‐25‐2021) and version 2.  Here are the related data tables for each: 
  
Version 1 updated 10‐25‐2021 
  

Plan: Sincich v1 update 10‐25‐2021  Date: Tue Oct 26, 2021 

Target:  483,488       
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Sincich V1 Updated 10‐25‐2021 
        

District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ Total CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 
Asian 
CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Black CVAP Hispanic CVAP 

D1 434,983 ‐48,505 329,945 287,168 20,892 19,305 114,458 

     7.28% 6.72% 39.86% 

D2 481,571 ‐1,917 361,036 308,430 28,735 19,035 133,937 

     9.32% 6.17% 43.43% 

D3 483,339 ‐149 357,313 314,156 21,052 19,418 91,091 

     6.70% 6.18% 29.00% 

D4 485,826 2,338 382,609 326,827 8,916 11,385 125,462 

     2.73% 3.48% 38.39% 

D5 531,719 48,231 391,858 320,117 16,807 42,616 147,295 

     5.25% 13.31% 46.01% 

TOTALS 2,417,438   1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 
  
  
Version 2 
  

Plan: Sincich Map 2 Date: Tue Oct 26, 2021 
Target:  483,488        

Sincich V2 
        

District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ 
Total 
CVAP 

Non‐Hispanic 
Asian CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Black CVAP Hispanic CVAP 
D1 476,959 ‐6,529 362,954 310,646 21,104 26,816 129,317 

    19.96% 6.79% 8.63% 41.63% 
D2 481,571 ‐1,917 361,036 308,430 28,735 19,035 133,937 

    19.81% 9.32% 6.17% 43.43% 
D3 469,615 ‐13,873 346,810 307,155 24,113 18,375 86,000 

    19.73% 7.85% 5.98% 28.00% 
D4 468,766 ‐14,722 369,515 313,541 8,727 10,709 121,176 

    20.14% 2.78% 3.42% 38.65% 
D5 520,527 37,039 382,446 316,926 13,723 36,824 141,813 
        20.36% 4.33% 11.62% 44.75% 

TOTALS 2,417,438  1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 
  
  
We have published a set of maps to our redistricting map page that you may find of use: 



56

2011 Districts with Overall 2020 District Population 
2011 Districts with California Adjusted Total Population and Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population Data 
  
Best regards, 
  

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 

  

From: Jerry Sincich <jsincich1@ca.rr.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 7:49 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting Maps  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi Tom, 
  
I am submitting the attached new redistricting map identified as Sincich 2 for consideration.  Would you please 
review and identify the population in each County District and its relationship to the target population.  
  
Would you please share your findings on the attached Sincich 2 redistricting map. 
  
Regards, 
Jerry Sincich  
  
  
  

From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Friday, October 22, 2021 12:10 PM 
To: jsincich1 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania 
Subject: Redistricting Maps 
  
Greetings Mr. Sincich,  
  
Thank you for submitting your map as part of the county's supervisorial redistricting program.  The Board of 
Supervisors directed us to further analyze your map.  As such, we have created the attached map and 
associated demographic tables.  We are sharing this with you to ensure we have reflected your intentions 
correctly and welcome your feedback on our effort.  
  
Best regards,  
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Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 3:57 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Redistricting Maps
Attachments: Redistricting Boundaries with CA Adjusted Census Population Data - Sincich Map 2- Rev 

11-1-2021.ppt; Sincich Redistricting Boundaries With CA Adjusted Census Population Data - Rev. 
11-1-2021.ppt

Froward for inclusion.  Two maps from Mr. Sincich dated November 1, 2021. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Jerry Sincich <jsincich1@ca.rr.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 3:42 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting Maps  
  
Hi Tom, 
  
Again thank you for your help. I have attached revised maps based on your demographic data. As usual, I would 
appreciate your feedback. 
  
Regards, 
Jerry Sincich   
  

From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 8:18 AM 
To: jsincich1 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania 
Subject: Re: Redistricting Maps 
  
Good morning Mr. Sincich, 
  
Below are the demographic tables for your submitted maps dated Friday, Oct 26, 2021. 
  

Version 4 
  

Plan: Sincich v4 10‐29‐2021   Date: Fri Oct 29 2021 

        

Sincich V4 10‐29‐2021 
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District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ Total CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Asian CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Black CVAP 
Hispanic 
CVAP 

D1 478,593 ‐4,895 364,262 311,685 21,121 26,849 129,671 

    20.02% 6.78% 8.61% 41.60% 
D2 481,571 ‐1,917 361,036 308,430 28,735 19,035 133,937 

    19.81% 9.32% 6.17% 43.43% 
D3 470,506 ‐12,982 347,533 307,828 24,131 18,381 86,099 

    19.77% 7.84% 5.97% 27.97% 
D4 485,028 1,540 381,963 326,230 8,898 11,379 125,372 

    20.96% 2.73% 3.49% 38.43% 
D5 501,740 18,252 367,967 302,525 13,517 36,115 137,164 

    19.43% 4.47% 11.94% 45.34% 
TOTALS 2,417,438   1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 

  
  

Version 5 
  

Plan: Sincich v5 10‐29‐2021   Date: Fri Oct 29 202

Sincich V5 10‐29‐2021 

        

District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ 
Total 
CVAP 

Non‐Hispanic 
Asian CVAP 

Non‐Hispanic 
Black CVAP Hispanic CVAP

D1 455,776 ‐27,712 345,098 298,811 21,180 20,582 121,671 

    19.20% 7.09% 6.89% 40.72% 
D2 482,892 ‐596 361,988 309,194 28,776 19,095 134,349 

    19.86% 9.31% 6.18% 43.45% 
D3 483,339 ‐149 357,313 314,156 21,052 19,418 91,091 

    20.18% 6.70% 6.18% 29.00% 
D4 485,826 2,338 382,609 326,827 8,916 11,385 125,462 

    20.99% 2.73% 3.48% 38.39% 
D5 509,605 26,117 375,753 307,710 16,478 41,279 139,670 

    19.77% 5.36% 13.41% 45.39% 
TOTALS 2,417,438   1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 

  
  
Best regards, 
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Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 

  

From: Jerry Sincich <jsincich1@ca.rr.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 1:42 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting Maps  
  
Hi Tom, 
  
I appreciate your help and feedback on my previously submitted maps. The attached maps have been updated based on 
your feedback (data tables). I would appreciate your feedback (data tables for each map) upon your review of the 
attached redistricting maps.   
  
Regards, 
Jerry Sincich 
  

From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 5:57 PM 
To: jsincich1 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania 
Subject: Re: Redistricting Maps 
  
Good evening Mr. Sincich, 
  
Thank you again for sharing your maps and input with us.  I have reviewed your maps, update to version 1 (as 
of 10‐25‐2021) and version 2.  Here are the related data tables for each: 
  
Version 1 updated 10‐25‐2021 
  

Plan: Sincich v1 update 10‐25‐2021  Date: Tue Oct 26, 2021 

Target:  483,488       

Sincich V1 Updated 10‐25‐2021 
        

District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ Total CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 
Asian 
CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Black CVAP Hispanic CVAP 

D1 434,983 ‐48,505 329,945 287,168 20,892 19,305 114,458 

     7.28% 6.72% 39.86% 

D2 481,571 ‐1,917 361,036 308,430 28,735 19,035 133,937 

     9.32% 6.17% 43.43% 

D3 483,339 ‐149 357,313 314,156 21,052 19,418 91,091 
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     6.70% 6.18% 29.00% 

D4 485,826 2,338 382,609 326,827 8,916 11,385 125,462 

     2.73% 3.48% 38.39% 

D5 531,719 48,231 391,858 320,117 16,807 42,616 147,295 

     5.25% 13.31% 46.01% 

TOTALS 2,417,438   1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 
  
  
Version 2 
  

Plan: Sincich Map 2     Date: Tue Oct 26, 2021 
Target:  483,488        

Sincich V2 
        

District No. Total 
Deviation from 

Target Total 18+ 
Total 
CVAP 

Non‐Hispanic 
Asian CVAP 

Non‐
Hispanic 

Black CVAP Hispanic CVAP 
D1 476,959 ‐6,529 362,954 310,646 21,104 26,816 129,317 

    19.96% 6.79% 8.63% 41.63% 
D2 481,571 ‐1,917 361,036 308,430 28,735 19,035 133,937 

19.81% 9.32% 6.17% 43.43% 
D3 469,615 ‐13,873 346,810 307,155 24,113 18,375 86,000 

    19.73% 7.85% 5.98% 28.00% 
D4 468,766 ‐14,722 369,515 313,541 8,727 10,709 121,176 

    20.14% 2.78% 3.42% 38.65% 
D5 520,527 37,039 382,446 316,926 13,723 36,824 141,813 
        20.36% 4.33% 11.62% 44.75% 

TOTALS 2,417,438  1,822,761 1,556,698 96,402 111,759 612,243 
  
  
We have published a set of maps to our redistricting map page that you may find of use: 
2011 Districts with Overall 2020 District Population 
2011 Districts with California Adjusted Total Population and Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population Data 
  
Best regards, 
  

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 
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From: Jerry Sincich <jsincich1@ca.rr.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 7:49 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting Maps  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi Tom, 
  
I am submitting the attached new redistricting map identified as Sincich 2 for consideration.  Would you please 
review and identify the population in each County District and its relationship to the target population.  
  
Would you please share your findings on the attached Sincich 2 redistricting map. 
  
Regards, 
Jerry Sincich  
  
  
  

From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Friday, October 22, 2021 12:10 PM 
To: jsincich1 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania 
Subject: Redistricting Maps 
  
Greetings Mr. Sincich,  
  
Thank you for submitting your map as part of the county's supervisorial redistricting program.  The Board of 
Supervisors directed us to further analyze your map.  As such, we have created the attached map and 
associated demographic tables.  We are sharing this with you to ensure we have reflected your intentions 
correctly and welcome your feedback on our effort.  
  
Best regards,  
  

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Maribel Nunez <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 4:44 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Ana Gonzalez; Yolanda Esquivel; Gilberto Esquivel; Luz Gallegos, (luzgallegos@todec.org); Luz 

Gallegos; albert@todec.org; Vanessa Moreno; Bobby Halili; Latina Association; Jorge ADEM Lopez; 
Bayanihan Springs

Subject: Proposed Maps: Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps
Attachments: Riverside County Board of Supervisors Redistricting-Map narrative.pdf; EAST RIVCO BOS DISTRICT 4 

MAP-ADJ.pdf; MID RIVCO BOS DISTRICT 3 MAP-ADJ.pdf; MOVAL-PERRIS BOS DISTRICT 1 MAP.pdf; 
RIVERSIDE BOS DISTRICT 2 MAP-CVAP.pdf; WEST RIVCO BOS DISTRICT 5 MAP-ADJ.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors  Advisory Redistricting Committee:  
 

 In behalf of Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance and partners: Inland Equity 
Partnership, CCAEJ, LULAC Riverside, TODEC Legal Center, COFEM, NEFFCON-IE, LARC, 
Southwest Equitable Maps, Bayanihan Desert.  We are submitting our recommended 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps. 

 

The maps are attached with population totals and Hispanic/Latino CVAP totals along with 
our map narrative.  

 

Below is the link for you to download all the shape files for all five maps. They are all 
labeled appropriately so that there will be no confusion between them. 

  

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1uc0SzAxXmthD011pGvJAgq3luSVM0ehM?usp=sha
ring 

 

Feel free to contact me if you have any questions my cell (562) 569-4051 and 
maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org 

 

Best, 
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Maribel Nunez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance (562) 569-4051 

Ana Gonalez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Laning, Damian J.
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 5:25 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: FW: IE Redistricting Hub Map Submission - Cleaned
Attachments: November Riverside Map.pdf; Riv_BOS_Block_EQ.csv; shapefiles.zip

 
 

From: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>  
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 5:21 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Laning, Damian J. 
<DLaning@RIVCO.ORG>; Cheung, Nathan <NCheung@Rivco.org> 
Cc: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Subject: IE Redistricting Hub Map Submission ‐ Cleaned 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good evening Riverside County Technical Committee team members!   
 
I hope you all had a joyous weekend. Michael and I previously submitted a map proposal on behalf of the IE Redistricting 
Hub for the Advisory Commission's consideration. Before your upcoming meeting this Wednesday we wanted to pass 
along a slightly tighter version of the map for final review.  
 
Please let me know if there is anything else I can provide you with.  
 
All the best,  
 
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen  
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Jorge R. Lopez <j1opez@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 10:26 AM
To: maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Ana Gonzalez; Yolanda Esquivel; Gilberto Esquivel; Luz Gallegos, (luzgallegos@todec.org); Luz 

Gallegos; albert@todec.org; Vanessa Moreno; Bobby Halili; Latina Association; Jorge ADEM Lopez; 
Bayanihan Springs

Subject: Re: Proposed Maps: Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

These look great! Wonderful work, Lupe! 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
 
���� ������	�
�����
���������� ��� ������������
�� ������ �����������������!"��#��$%�&������

Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors  Advisory Redistricting Committee:  
 

 In behalf of Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance and partners: Inland Equity 
Partnership, CCAEJ, LULAC Riverside, TODEC Legal Center, COFEM, NEFFCON-IE, LARC, 
Southwest Equitable Maps, Bayanihan Desert.  We are submitting our recommended 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps. 

 

The maps are attached with population totals and Hispanic/Latino CVAP totals along with 
our map narrative.  

 

Below is the link for you to download all the shape files for all five maps. They are all 
labeled appropriately so that there will be no confusion between them. 

  

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1uc0SzAxXmthD011pGvJAgq3luSVM0ehM?usp=sha
ring 

 

Feel free to contact me if you have any questions my cell (562) 569-4051 and 
maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org 
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Best, 

Maribel Nunez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance (562) 569-4051 

Ana Gonalez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Jorge R. Lopez <j1opez@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 10:34 AM
To: Jorge R. Lopez; maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Ana Gonzalez; Yolanda Esquivel; Gilberto Esquivel; Luz Gallegos, (luzgallegos@todec.org); Luz 

Gallegos; albert@todec.org; Vanessa Moreno; Bobby Halili; Latina Association; Jorge ADEM Lopez; 
Bayanihan Springs

Subject: Re: Proposed Maps: Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

When do we need to offer our support for them? 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
 
���'������	�������
���
���*�+� ��,��$��/#�2�����
�3
����� �"��#4�� %�&������

These look great! Wonderful work, Lupe! 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
 
���� ������	�
�����
���������� ��� ������������
�� ������ �����������������!"��#��$%�&������

Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors  Advisory Redistricting Committee:  
 

 In behalf of Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance and partners: Inland Equity 
Partnership, CCAEJ, LULAC Riverside, TODEC Legal Center, COFEM, NEFFCON-IE, LARC, 
Southwest Equitable Maps, Bayanihan Desert.  We are submitting our recommended 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors District maps. 

 

The maps are attached with population totals and Hispanic/Latino CVAP totals along with 
our map narrative.  

 

Below is the link for you to download all the shape files for all five maps. They are all 
labeled appropriately so that there will be no confusion between them. 

  

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1uc0SzAxXmthD011pGvJAgq3luSVM0ehM?usp=sha
ring 
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Feel free to contact me if you have any questions my cell (562) 569-4051 and 
maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org 

 

Best, 

Maribel Nunez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance (562) 569-4051 

Ana Gonalez, co-convener Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Kate Im <kateim@berkeley.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 3:27 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Riverside Redistricting Hearing Links

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Riverside County Clerk, 
 
Good afternoon, I was wondering when the redistricting hearing links for September 28, October 6, and 
October 19 will be uploaded. Thank you and have a great day! 
 
Sincerely,  
Kate Im 
kateim@berkeley.edu 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:00 AM
To: phil hirnshall
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: re-districting

Phil,  
 
Thank you for your comments.  I am forwarding them to the redistricting committee (cc’d) for their review. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Kerstin	Justus	
Supervisor	Kevin	Jeffries		
Riverside	County	Board	of	Supervisors,	1st	District	
KJustus@RivCo.org	
 
Riverside	office	
951-955-1010 (micro 51010) 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th floor, Riverside 
Lake	Elsinore	office	
951-471-4500 (micro 74500) 
16275 Grand Avenue, Lake Elsinore 92530 
Located	in	Building	D	of	the	Lakeland	Village	Community	Center	
 
 

From: phil hirnshall <jphirnshall@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 5:41 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: re‐districting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

We in gavilan hills wish to remain in dist 1 ‐‐Walsh v.2 Walsh v3 maps  Don't split our communities and we want to 
remain rural  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



72

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
wals 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:51 AM
To: L G
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: Redistricting

Thank you for your comments.  I am forwarding them to the redistricting committee (cc’d) for their review. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Kerstin	Justus	
Supervisor	Kevin	Jeffries		
Riverside	County	Board	of	Supervisors,	1st	District	
KJustus@RivCo.org	
 
Riverside	office	
951-955-1010 (micro 51010) 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th floor, Riverside 
Lake	Elsinore	office	
951-471-4500 (micro 74500) 
16275 Grand Avenue, Lake Elsinore 92530 
Located	in	Building	D	of	the	Lakeland	Village	Community	Center	
 
 

From: L G <lg0776@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:33 AM 
To: Sarabia, Elizabeth <ESarabia@RIVCO.ORG>; COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; tmullens@rivco.org; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st 
District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor 
V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Redistricting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
With regard to the current Redistricting effort underway, as residents and voters in the Gavilan Hills since 1978, our 
family is respectfully requesting that the Board of Supervisors include Gavilan Hills in District 1 with the Walsh V.2 map 
our first choice, and the Walsh V.3 map our second..  
 
Thank you to you and your staff for your your efforts and hard work on this issue. 
 
Regards, 
 
Lesley Giger 
21525 Juniper Road 
Gavilan Hills, CA 92570 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:00 AM
To: phil hirnshall
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: re-districting

Phil,  
 
Thank you for your comments.  I am forwarding them to the redistricting committee (cc’d) for their review. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Kerstin	Justus	
Supervisor	Kevin	Jeffries		
Riverside	County	Board	of	Supervisors,	1st	District	
KJustus@RivCo.org	
 
Riverside	office	
951-955-1010 (micro 51010) 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th floor, Riverside 
Lake	Elsinore	office	
951-471-4500 (micro 74500) 
16275 Grand Avenue, Lake Elsinore 92530 
Located	in	Building	D	of	the	Lakeland	Village	Community	Center	
 
 

From: phil hirnshall <jphirnshall@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 5:41 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: re‐districting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

We in gavilan hills wish to remain in dist 1 ‐‐Walsh v.2 Walsh v3 maps  Don't split our communities and we want to 
remain rural  
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wals 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:51 AM
To: L G
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: Redistricting

Thank you for your comments.  I am forwarding them to the redistricting committee (cc’d) for their review. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Kerstin	Justus	
Supervisor	Kevin	Jeffries		
Riverside	County	Board	of	Supervisors,	1st	District	
KJustus@RivCo.org	
 
Riverside	office	
951-955-1010 (micro 51010) 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th floor, Riverside 
Lake	Elsinore	office	
951-471-4500 (micro 74500) 
16275 Grand Avenue, Lake Elsinore 92530 
Located	in	Building	D	of	the	Lakeland	Village	Community	Center	
 
 

From: L G <lg0776@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:33 AM 
To: Sarabia, Elizabeth <ESarabia@RIVCO.ORG>; COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; tmullens@rivco.org; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st 
District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor 
V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Redistricting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
With regard to the current Redistricting effort underway, as residents and voters in the Gavilan Hills since 1978, our 
family is respectfully requesting that the Board of Supervisors include Gavilan Hills in District 1 with the Walsh V.2 map 
our first choice, and the Walsh V.3 map our second..  
 
Thank you to you and your staff for your your efforts and hard work on this issue. 
 
Regards, 
 
Lesley Giger 
21525 Juniper Road 
Gavilan Hills, CA 92570 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tye Rush <tye@uclavrp.org>
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 2:08 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Riverside County Redistricting Proposed Maps GIS Data (Shapefiles) 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Hi, 
 
I am emailing you to obtain the GIS files for the 6 proposed county redistricting maps (E, F, G, H, I, J). Please let me know 
how I can get those or who to contact to get them. Thank you for your timely consideration. 
 
Thank you, 
— 
Tye Rush 
Senior Policy Fellow 
UCLA Voting Rights Project 
tye@uclavrp.org 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 3:57 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Odenbaugh, Rania
Subject: Re: Current District info
Attachments: Base 2011 Map and Summary Report.pdf

Good afternoon, 
 
Please find attached a copy of the requested map and related demographic information. 
 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 7:34 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Current District info  
  
Tom, 
 
I am looking for the population of residents living in the each of the 5 Districts from the 2020 census. 

Also if you can give me the information that you have on the maps like table 3 and 4 that respond to the current 2020 
census for the current districts.  

I am sure that you must have created this information already. 

Thanks 
 
Debbie 
 
On Thu, Nov 4, 2021 at 5:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Good afternoon, 
 
The data files are too large to email.  The state of California has created a statewide database of the 
redistricting data required for use by the county.   
Redistricting Data for Counties:  https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/counties.html# 
In the middle of the page you will see a drop box that says 'Select County or Statewide', from this list please 
select Riverside County.  This will bring you to the data we have utilized.  Click on the link to download. 
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Statewide Database | County Level Data 
The Statewide Database website does not collect or share personal information. If you submit a question 
to us on our Contact page, we will see the name, phone number and email address that you enter on that 
form, and we will only use that name, phone number and email address in order to reply to you. Close 

statewidedatabase.org 

To your request for the current (2011) supervisorial district boundaries with the 2020 data totals, please see 
the attached. 
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 4:45 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com>; Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano 
<drjminnella@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Current District info  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
Please send the current census 2020 data information for the current supervisorial districts 1‐5.  

Total population from the 2020 census. 
 
California Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population 2020 US Special Tabulation From the 2015‐2019 5‐Year American 
Community Survey (ACS) 
 
Citizen Voting Age Population ‐ (CVAP) 2015‐2019 5‐year American Community Survey (ACS)  
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 4:46 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Current District info

Hello, 
 
Yes, Home Garden is is District 2 and Meadowbrook is in District 1 and the data is correct.  The scale of the 
map is small (8.5 x 11), and results in some of the labels moving versus the actual location of the community 
relative to the supervisorial district boundaries.  Good examples of this include Canyon Lakes, Lakeland Village, 
Meadowbrook and Green Acres.  The actual communities are within their correct districts. 
 
Thank you,   
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 4:17 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Current District info  
  
Tom, 
 
Thanks for the info.   
 
The current Districts 1 and 2 on this map have errors. 

Home Gardens is in District 1 and Meadowbrook is in District 3.  Home Gardens belongs in District 2 and Meadowbrook 
in District 1.  

Not sure how these errors came about. Is the data information that you sent me correct?   
 
This map has the correct information. 
https://rivcoca.com/sites/default/files/2011%20Supervisorial%20District%20Boundaries%2011x17.pdf 
 
Debbie 
 
 
On Fri, Nov 5, 2021 at 3:56 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Good afternoon, 
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Please find attached a copy of the requested map and related demographic information. 
 
Best regards, 
 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 7:34 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Current District info  
  
Tom, 
 
I am looking for the population of residents living in the each of the 5 Districts from the 2020 census. 

Also if you can give me the information that you have on the maps like table 3 and 4 that respond to the current 2020 
census for the current districts.  

I am sure that you must have created this information already. 

Thanks 
 
Debbie 
 
On Thu, Nov 4, 2021 at 5:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Good afternoon, 
 
The data files are too large to email.  The state of California has created a statewide database of the 
redistricting data required for use by the county.   
Redistricting Data for Counties:  https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/counties.html# 
In the middle of the page you will see a drop box that says 'Select County or Statewide', from this list please 
select Riverside County.  This will bring you to the data we have utilized.  Click on the link to download. 

Statewide Database | County Level Data 
The Statewide Database website does not collect or share personal information. If you submit a question 
to us on our Contact page, we will see the name, phone number and email address that you enter on that 
form, and we will only use that name, phone number and email address in order to reply to you. Close 

statewidedatabase.org 

To your request for the current (2011) supervisorial district boundaries with the 2020 data totals, please see 
the attached. 
 



9

Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 4:45 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com>; Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano 
<drjminnella@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Current District info  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
Please send the current census 2020 data information for the current supervisorial districts 1‐5.  

Total population from the 2020 census. 
 
California Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population 2020 US Special Tabulation From the 2015‐2019 5‐Year American 
Community Survey (ACS) 
 
Citizen Voting Age Population ‐ (CVAP) 2015‐2019 5‐year American Community Survey (ACS)  
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the 
author immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Kim Joseph Cousins <kim@lakeelsinorechamber.com>
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 1:45 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Clerk of the Board
Cc: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5; 

Robert Magee; Timothy J. Sheridan; Natasha Johnson (njohnson@Lake-Elsinore.org); Steve Manos 
(smanos@Lake-Elsinore.org); btisdale@lake-elsinore.org; Jason Simpson

Subject: Letter to the Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Attachments: 2021LevccBosSupportMapH.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Can you please read the attached letter from the Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of Commerce in support of 
EOTC H v5 Map into the record for the Redistricting Item # 19 Public Hearing: 

2. 17599 : EXECUTIVE OFFICE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE: County of Riverside Redistricting Public Hearing 
No. 4. All Districts [$0] 
 
 
Attached are the 2021 Riverside County Redistricting Draft Map Summary (EOTC) and the detailed 
Map, along with Tables 1 thru 6 of Summary Data provided as part of Agenda Item 19.2. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Kim Joseph Cousins 
President/CEO 
Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of Commerce 
132 W. Graham Avenue 
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530 
(951) 834-5521 

 



11

Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 6:12 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: FW: resubmit: Riverside County BOS Maps from Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance.
Attachments: NEW EAST RIVCO BOS DIST 4.pdf; RIVCO BOS PROPOSED DISTRICTS MAP.pdf; NEW MID RIVCO BOS 

DIST 3.pdf; NEW MOVAL-PERRIS BOS DIST 1 DATA.xlsx

For inclusion.   
 
 

From: Maribel Nunez <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>  
Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 11:19 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Cc: Ana Gonzalez <ana.g@ccaej.org>; Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com>; Luz Gallegos, 
(luzgallegos@todec.org) <luzgallegos@todec.org>; Luz Gallegos <Gallegosluz1@gmail.com>; Gilberto Esquivel 
<gilberto2939@yahoo.com>; Yolanda Esquivel <yesquivel36@yahoo.com>; Vanessa Moreno <vmoreno@cofem.org>; 
Bobby Halili <profhalili@sbcglobal.net>; Bayanihan Springs <Bayanihanps@gmail.com>; Edwin Ramoran 
<eramoran1971@icloud.com>; Edwin Ramoran <edwinramoran@gmail.com>; Martha Howard 
<mahoward228@gmail.com>; Jorge ADEM Lopez <J1OPEZ@yahoo.com> 
Subject: resubmit: Riverside County BOS Maps from Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance. 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hello Tom,  
   In behalf of the Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance. We would like to submit our Riverside County BOS district 
revised maps.  Our District 3 over population, we gave back to District 4 (White Water, Anza, Riverside Lake, and 
Aguanga ) 
 
All day Friday and over the weekend, Lupe Camacho utilized block level data for all the re‐designs and checked the 
numbers. 
 
 
Here is the link to the shape files and the data files (Excel) of all the 
blocks within the maps. 
 
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1DhEgqLHyw41Gnfr‐6wLVf1DpS6z3Q1zB?usp 
=sharing 
 
 
Can you review and add our maps for tomorrow's Riverside County Board of Supervisors redistricting public hearing?  
 
Kind Regards, 
 
Maribel Nunez and Ana Gonzalez 
Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance 
(562) 569‐4051 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: esther.clardy <esther.clardy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 6:54 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

 
I would like to see Temescal Valley be part of the City of Corona. 
 
 
Esther Clardy 
Temescal Valley Resident 
 
 
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Darshan Kaur <darshankhalsa108@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 8:09 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting Map

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

To whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing out of STRONG concern that placing the Temescal Valley in Map H with the district 3 would be detrimental 
for residents of Temescal Valley.  Map H certainly does not reflect geographical compactness (it indeed looks 
gerrymandered even though this is not a political map) and folks in the Temescal Valley have little in common with 
concerns of a more sparsely populated areas of district 3 which includes Sage, Lake Riverside, Anza and French Valley.  
 
Maps F, G I and 1.2 is more logical placing the Temescal Valley with Corona, Norco and Lake Matthews in District 2 
seems more logical and practical for residents.   
 
Thank you for your consideration.   
 
Darshan Khalsa 
11551 Alton Drive, Corona 92883 
 
Temescal Valley Resident 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Barbara Jesus <reech.us@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 9:41 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re-districting

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

In our opinion we think Banning/Beaumont area should be in the same District since 
the areas are pretty much joined at the hip.  There is no way Banning should be considered 
part of the "desert" area since needs are different in these communities.  
 
Thank you.  
 
 
Barbara DelGatto‐Jesus 
909‐915‐4320 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:16 PM
To: Michael Gomez Daly
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: RPV Analysis
Attachments: Block Equivelent Community draft map 6.1.docx

Here you go. 
Tom 
 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 2:56 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis 
 
Tom, 
 
Any chance we can get the block equivalency files instead of shape? Not a big deal if cannot. 
 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 2:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello,  
 
Yes you can submit an update.  We would appreciate receiving the update by 9:00 tomorrow.  
 
Regarding the Brown Black Alliance map, I will have a shapefile sent to you today.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County, California  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

On Nov 9, 2021, at 1:56 PM, Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> wrote: 
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links 
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom,  
 
We met with an expert to get counsel about the compactness of our maps. We are making minor 
revisions to the corona section to make it a bit more acceptable from a compactness perspective. I 
understand y'all are conducting an rpv analysis on the existing maps, would it be too late to get a 
revision in? and if not, when is the drop dead date? 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:18 PM
To: Mullen, Tom
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis

Tom, 
 
I appreciate you sending that over. That is not a format I think we can consume. Would you be willing to share the 
shapefiles? mb we can work with that. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 5:15 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Here you go. 

Tom 

  

  

 

Tom Mullen 

Chief Data Officer 

Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 

  

951.955.1850 

  

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 2:56 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis 

  

Tom, 
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Any chance we can get the block equivalency files instead of shape? Not a big deal if cannot. 

  

Michael 

  

On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 2:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello,  

  

Yes you can submit an update.  We would appreciate receiving the update by 9:00 tomorrow.  

  

Regarding the Brown Black Alliance map, I will have a shapefile sent to you today.  
 
Thank you, 

  

Tom Mullen 

Chief Data Officer 

Riverside County, California  

  

Sent from my iPhone 

 

On Nov 9, 2021, at 1:56 PM, Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> wrote: 

  

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links 
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom,  

  

We met with an expert to get counsel about the compactness of our maps. We are making minor 
revisions to the corona section to make it a bit more acceptable from a compactness perspective. I 
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understand y'all are conducting an rpv analysis on the existing maps, would it be too late to get a 
revision in? and if not, when is the drop dead date? 

  

best, 

Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the 
author immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 8:22 PM
To: Michael Gomez Daly
Cc: Sky Allen; Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis
Attachments: bba61_Clean_Block.zip

Thank you Michael.  We will take action with your updated submission. 
 
As requested, please find attached a zip file with the files for Community Draft Map 6.1 as submitted by the 
Brown Black Alliance.  Please note, their are 16 census blocks that are not assigned, representing 40 residents. 
 
Thank you and have a good evening. 
 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:20 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis  
  
Tom,  
 
Please find the attached block equivalency file for our revisions. Thank you so much for being flexible with our 
submissions. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 2:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 
Hello,  
 
Yes you can submit an update.  We would appreciate receiving the update by 9:00 tomorrow.  
 
Regarding the Brown Black Alliance map, I will have a shapefile sent to you today.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
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Riverside County, California  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Nov 9, 2021, at 1:56 PM, Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> wrote: 

  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links 
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom,  
 
We met with an expert to get counsel about the compactness of our maps. We are making minor 
revisions to the corona section to make it a bit more acceptable from a compactness perspective. I 
understand y'all are conducting an rpv analysis on the existing maps, would it be too late to get a 
revision in? and if not, when is the drop dead date? 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 9:52 PM
To: Mullen, Tom
Cc: Sky Allen; Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis
Attachments: Outlook-County of .png

Tom, 
 
Thank you for sending over. I know how much time this is taking for everyone. We appreciate all of the effort you all 
have put in for redistricting. 
 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 9, 2021, 8:22 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Thank you Michael.  We will take action with your updated submission. 
 
As requested, please find attached a zip file with the files for Community Draft Map 6.1 as submitted by the 
Brown Black Alliance.  Please note, their are 16 census blocks that are not assigned, representing 40 
residents. 
 
Thank you and have a good evening. 
 
 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:20 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: RPV Analysis  
  
Tom,  
 
Please find the attached block equivalency file for our revisions. Thank you so much for being flexible with our 
submissions. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 2:53 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 
Hello,  
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Yes you can submit an update.  We would appreciate receiving the update by 9:00 tomorrow.  
 
Regarding the Brown Black Alliance map, I will have a shapefile sent to you today.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County, California  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Nov 9, 2021, at 1:56 PM, Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> wrote: 

  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links 
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom,  
 
We met with an expert to get counsel about the compactness of our maps. We are making minor 
revisions to the corona section to make it a bit more acceptable from a compactness perspective. I 
understand y'all are conducting an rpv analysis on the existing maps, would it be too late to get a 
revision in? and if not, when is the drop dead date? 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the 
author immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Tom Garrett <tmgarrett@mcpsrvs.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 2:45 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Hi, 
 
It has been presented that the residents of the Temescal Valley favor Map H. 
 
Well, I own land in both Temescal Valley and in Corona.  And I do NOT agree. 
 
Why separate Corona from Temescal Valley and Lake Elsinore?  It would seem to me that all three communities have a 
common interest in the I‐15 corridor and therefore belong together. 
 
With thanks in advance, 
 
Best, 
 
Tom  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 7:25 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Riverside County 2021 Redistricting Plan - City of Beaumont
Attachments: Riv Cty 2021 Redistricting ltr - Signed.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Forward for inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 6:43 AM 
To: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom 
<TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Bruckner, Scott <SBruckner@rivco.org>; Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Patel, Ronak 
<RPatel@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: FW: Riverside County 2021 Redistricting Plan ‐ City of Beaumont  
  
FYI 
  

From: Siomara Giroux <sgiroux@beaumontca.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 2:07 PM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 
<District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Cc: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG>; Cwallace@banningca.gov; bdavis@cityofcalimesa.net; 
cmartin@morongo‐nsn.gov 
Subject: Riverside County 2021 Redistricting Plan ‐ City of Beaumont 
  

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good afternoon, 
Please see the attached letter from the Beaumont City Mayor, Mike Lara, regarding the 2021 Riverside County 
Redistricting Plan.   
  
  
Regards, 

Siomara Giroux 

Executive Assistant 

  

City of Beaum ont 
550 E. Sixth St., Beaum ont, CA 92223 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: WALTER HOLLOWAY <wgh3rd@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, November 12, 2021 10:09 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: selauz@gmail.com
Subject: Redistricting of the AEC areas

Importance: High

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

To whom it may concern, 
 
As a resident of Garner Valley, one of the areas that will be significantly affected by the redistricting efforts here in 
the county, I wanted to cc the letter sent by our local electric cooperative in response to these proposals.  I want to 
wholeheartedly agree with Mr. short and express my opposition to any redistricting that will split and/or affect our 
cooperative in any fashion.  As has been pointed out, splitting our district in two will not only make it cumbersome 
for the co-op, but it has the very real potential to increase my rates due to the more complex nature of whatever is 
formed.  The co-op has and continues to do a very good job as a service provider in all aspects of providing remote 
communities continuous and emergency service when required and to "punish" them by splitting the district for 
political or whatever reason, is simply irresponsible, ill advised, and just NOT acceptable.   
 
EDITED LETTER TO CHUCK WASHINGTON RIVERSIDE COUNTY DISTRICT 3 SUPERVISOR: 
 
Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AEC) is pleased to submit comments regarding the current redistricting proposal in 
Riverside County. AEC is grateful 
E for the opportunity to comment, and is respectful of the efforts of the Executive Office Technical Committee 
(EOTC) in developing Draft Maps A through G. AEC is a rural distribution electric and broadband utility, serving 
approximately 9,000 residents of Southwestern Riverside County, in the unincorporated communities of Anza, 
Aguanga, Mountain Center, Garner Valley, Pinyon, Royal Carrizo, and portions of Sage. Currently, our entire 
service territory is wholly located in Riverside County Supervisory District 3.  As proposed, Maps A-D and G draw 
a line through areas of Sage and Aguanga that effectively bisects our service territory, dividing representation 
between Districts 3 and 4. This scenario is disruptive to our community by removing unified representation, and 
divides this responsibility between two Supervisors’ offices. Additionally, our cooperative is very active in 
communicating and coordinating with our Supervisor; splitting representation will double the cost and work for our 
staff to do so.  Therefore, we respectfully support EOTC proposed maps E and F, as the boundaries on these 
maps maintains the integrity of our service territory and provides more cohesive representation and leadership for 
our residents. I am available at the office numbers listed herein for further information or clarification. 
Thanks to county staff for the opportunity to comment on the proposed redistricting maps. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Short 
General Manager 
CC: Chuck Washington, Riverside County District 3 Supervisor 
 
 
To that end, do what you want with redistricting, but DO NOT split up or affect AEC in any fashion.  Just NOT the 
right thing to do.   
 
Respectfully, 
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Walt and Lisa Holloway 
Garner Valley / Mountain Center 
951 331 9943   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: S Lauzier <selauz@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 12, 2021 10:24 AM
To: WALTER HOLLOWAY
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Redistricting of the AEC areas

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Thank you Mr. Holloway for speaking up.   
There are many other neighbors in Garner Valley, Mountain Center and Pinion Hills ‐ not to speak of similar sentiment 
from those Anza Electric Cooperative members from the other AEC service districts.  
I’m continuing to encourage ALL members to learn the cost impacts on their electric bills that would be the immediate 
felt results of splitting AEC into two representative districts.  
 
Steve Lauzier  
Mountain Center, CA  
 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Nov 12, 2021, at 10:09 AM, WALTER HOLLOWAY <wgh3rd@msn.com> wrote: 

  
To whom it may concern, 
 
As a resident of Garner Valley, one of the areas that will be significantly affected by the redistricting 
efforts here in the county, I wanted to cc the letter sent by our local electric cooperative in response 
to these proposals.  I want to wholeheartedly agree with Mr. short and express my opposition to any 
redistricting that will split and/or affect our cooperative in any fashion.  As has been pointed out, 
splitting our district in two will not only make it cumbersome for the co-op, but it has the very real 
potential to increase my rates due to the more complex nature of whatever is formed.  The co-op has 
and continues to do a very good job as a service provider in all aspects of providing remote 
communities continuous and emergency service when required and to "punish" them by splitting the 
district for political or whatever reason, is simply irresponsible, ill advised, and just NOT 
acceptable.   
 
EDITED LETTER TO CHUCK WASHINGTON RIVERSIDE COUNTY DISTRICT 3 
SUPERVISOR: 
 
Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AEC) is pleased to submit comments regarding the current 
redistricting proposal in Riverside County. AEC is grateful 
E for the opportunity to comment, and is respectful of the efforts of the Executive Office Technical 
Committee (EOTC) in developing Draft Maps A through G. AEC is a rural distribution electric and 
broadband utility, serving approximately 9,000 residents of Southwestern Riverside County, in the 
unincorporated communities of Anza, Aguanga, Mountain Center, Garner Valley, Pinyon, Royal 
Carrizo, and portions of Sage. Currently, our entire service territory is wholly located in Riverside 
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County Supervisory District 3.  As proposed, Maps A-D and G draw a line through areas of Sage and 
Aguanga that effectively bisects our service territory, dividing representation between Districts 3 and 
4. This scenario is disruptive to our community by removing unified representation, and divides this 
responsibility between two Supervisors’ offices. Additionally, our cooperative is very active in 
communicating and coordinating with our Supervisor; splitting representation will double the cost 
and work for our staff to do so.  Therefore, we respectfully support EOTC proposed maps E and F, as 
the boundaries on these maps maintains the integrity of our service territory and provides more 
cohesive representation and leadership for our residents. I am available at the office numbers listed 
herein for further information or clarification. Thanks to county staff for the opportunity to comment 
on the proposed redistricting maps. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Short 
General Manager 
CC: Chuck Washington, Riverside County District 3 Supervisor 
 
 
To that end, do what you want with redistricting, but DO NOT split up or affect AEC in any 
fashion.  Just NOT the right thing to do.   
 
Respectfully, 
 
Walt and Lisa Holloway 
Garner Valley / Mountain Center 
951 331 9943   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Friday, November 12, 2021 3:22 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Redistricting meetings

Good afternoon, 
 
The Board of Supervisors will have a public hearing on redistricting on Tuesday Nov. 16, 2021 at 9:30 
AM.  Here is a link to the information on our redistricting page:  https://rivcoca.com/about‐county/county‐
boards‐committees‐and‐commissions/county‐redistricting‐efforts/county‐advisory 

 

County Advisory Redistricting 
Commission Meeting & Public Hearing 
Information | County of Riverside 
Advisory Redistricting Commission Meeting & Public 
Hearing Information The next public hearings for the 
county board of supervisors’ redistricting efforts will be 
Tuesday, Nov. 9 and Tuesday, Nov. 16 during the 
regularly scheduled board meeting, which starts at 9:30 
a.m. The time of the public hearing is subject to the 
board agenda. 

rivcoca.com 

Here is a link to this Tuesday's Board 
item:  http://riversidecountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/Detail_LegiFile.aspx?Frame=&MeetingID=2492&MediaPosi
tion=&ID=17658&CssClass= 
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <dwalsh149@icloud.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 12, 2021 9:40 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Redistricting meetings  
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CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Tom. 
 
Please send me the dates and the times of the upcoming redistricting meetings. 
 
Is Redistricting on the Board of Supervisors agenda Tuesday November 16th? 
 
Thanks 
 
Debbie 
 
Sent from my iPhone 



7

Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 8:29 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 10:06 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: 'Maribel Nunez' <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>; 'Ana Gonzalez' <ana.g@ccaej.org> 
Subject: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hello Tom, 
  
I saw a call come into my phone today around 11:30am, I am sorry I did not catch 
it if. I was not sure if you were trying to speak to me, so I called you back and left a 
message. 
  
Anyhow, I wanted to let you know that I realized over the weekend that I uploaded 
the incorrect file folders for our Community Draft Submittal 6.1. On Friday, after 
you informed me that your staff had uploaded the maps and report from our 
submittal earlier in the week, I went to look at the published maps. 
  
I realized immediately that there was something wrong because my numbers were 
not matching with your published numbers. I then proceeded to review in detail 
my numbers and after still arriving at my same results, I thought of checking the 
file folders I uploaded to the Google Drive, which I provided to Maribel Nunez and 
of course which she forwarded to you. 
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I am sorry to say, that was there, where I found my error. I uploaded the incorrect 
file folders. I have been working on a multitude of map scenarios and calculations, 
and in my haste, I selected the incorrect folders for upload. 
  
I wish to extend my sincere apologies to you and your staff as well as to Ms. 
Maribel Nunez and the Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance for any 
inconvenience or confusion this oversight of mine has caused. 
  
I am including below the google drive link to what should have been the submittal 
for the Community Draft Maps 6.1, but I have now labeled the file folder as 
Community Draft Map 6.2. 
  
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1X1‐JiOzRGMb‐
wwYVUc5JSlhWvdX1IXmL?usp=sharing  
  
Please feel free to reach out to me at any time tomorrow or during the week if you 
should have any questions and, once again, my apologies. 
  
Kind Regards, 
  
Lupe Camacho 
112 E. Third Street 
Rialto, CA 92376 

909-821-6463 

Lupecamacho12@gmail.com 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 8:36 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 5:25 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Subject: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Mr. Mullen, 
Could you please provide me with the spreadsheet that you used to calculate the population numbers for each of the 5 
districts regarding the Walsh 3.2 redistricting map. 
 
Thank you 
 
Gary Worobec 
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.takebackanza.org__;!!JTyGX330HN5x6Ko!XSJBoJp_‐
fvyEsMAvJcWySTJMaRFWkK9MEI0M4jPB_G_lnuGG_rU6hiOdA799w$ 
951‐373‐0707 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:51 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Riverside County Redistricting Response Letter from Wildomar
Attachments: Riverside County Redistricting 2021.pdf

Wildomar letter for inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:38 AM 
To: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: FW: Riverside County Redistricting Response Letter from Wildomar  
  
Please see below/attached and include with the comments given to the Board.  Thank you. 
  
JVW 
  

From: Janet Morales <jmorales@cityofwildomar.org>  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:33 AM 
To: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Dustin Nigg <dnigg@cityofwildomar.org>; Gary Nordquist <gnordquist@cityofwildomar.org>; Dan York 
<dyork@cityofwildomar.org>; Matthew Bassi <mbassi@cityofwildomar.org> 
Subject: Riverside County Redistricting Response Letter from Wildomar 
  

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Mr. Wagenen, 
  
Please see attached letter on behalf of Mayor Dustin Nigg. 
  
Thank you, 
  

Janet Morales, CMC 
City Clerk 
  
City of Wildomar 
23873 Clinton Keith Rd 
Suite 201 
Wildomar, CA 92595 
  
951.677.7751 x210 
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951.698.1463 (Fax) 
  
City Hall Hours: 
Monday-Thursday 
8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 
Closed Fridays 
  
www.cityofwildomar.org 
  
All e‐mail to and from the City of Wildomar may be considered public information and may be disclosed upon request. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Odenbaugh, Rania
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:17 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Mullen, Tom; Bruckner, Scott; Farin, Jason
Subject: FW: November 16 2021 Redistricting Letter (Debbie Walsh RAMV)
Attachments: BOSRedistrictingNov16.pdf

Please include. 
 
 
 
Thank you! 
Rania  
 

From: COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:12 PM 
To: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG>; Leach, Charissa <cleach@rivco.org>; Perez, Juan 
<JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG>; Rogers, Dave <DaveRogers@rivco.org>; Baldwin, Sayori N <SBaldwin@RIVCO.ORG>; Young, 
Alisa <AYoung@RIVCO.ORG>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 
<District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org>; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District 
<district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG>; Weigold, Scott <ScoWeigold@ruhealth.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania 
<ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org> 
Subject: November 16 2021 Redistricting Letter (Debbie Walsh RAMV) 
 
Greetings, 
 
Forwarding an email and attached letter received via COB and the Board of Supervisors. 
 
With best regards, 
 
Sue Maxwell 
Board Assistant 
Riverside County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors  
4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor, Room 127 
Riverside, CA   92501 
(951) 955-1069 Fax (951) 955-1071 
Mail Stop #1010 
cob@rivco.org 
website: http://rivcocob.org/ 
https://www.facebook.com/RivCoCOB/ 

 
NOTICE:  This communication is intended 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 law.  If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for 
delivering this communication to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly 
prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or by telephone and immediately delete this 
communication and all its attachments. 



13

 
 
 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:04 PM 
To: District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 
<District3@Rivco.org>; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org>; Gary 
Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com>; Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano <drjminnella@yahoo.com>; COB 
<COB@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: November 16 agenda Redistricting Public Hearing 

Supervisors, 
 
Please find the attached letter regarding the County redistricting meeting for the November 16, 2021 Board Meeting. 

Please enter the letter into the public record. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:41 PM
To: Gary Worobec
Cc: Debbie Walsh; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.

Greetings Mr. Worobec, 
 
We are utilizing a mapping tool developed and maintained by esri rather than a Microsoft or Google 
spreadsheet for map analysis.  When we create a map and the corresponding demographic tables, we are 
working with approximately 5.6 million data points across the more than 29,000 census blocks and 190+ 
demographic categories.  We utilize the same mapping software to analyze internal maps and maps submitted 
by the community. 
 
The redistricting data utilized within our mapping tools is from the state of California and can be found 
here:  https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/counties.html# 

Statewide Database | County Level Data 
The Statewide Database website does not collect or share personal information. If you submit a question 
to us on our Contact page, we will see the name, phone number and email address that you enter on that 
form, and we will only use that name, phone number and email address in order to reply to you. Close 

statewidedatabase.org 

Regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 5:25 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Subject: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Mr. Mullen, 
Could you please provide me with the spreadsheet that you used to calculate the population numbers for each of the 5 



15

districts regarding the Walsh 3.2 redistricting map. 
 
Thank you 
 
Gary Worobec 
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.takebackanza.org__;!!JTyGX330HN5x6Ko!XSJBoJp_‐
fvyEsMAvJcWySTJMaRFWkK9MEI0M4jPB_G_lnuGG_rU6hiOdA799w$ 
951‐373‐0707 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:52 PM
To: Lupe Camacho
Cc: 'Maribel Nunez'; 'Ana Gonzalez'; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2

Greetings, 
 
We have received your email and link to updated redistricting supervisorial boundaries from the Brown Black 
Alliance.  Your previous submission, labeled Community Draft Map 6.1, is included in our staff report and 
Board of Supervisor's agenda scheduled for tomorrow, Tuesday November 16, 2021 at 9:30 AM.  Here is a link 
to the agenda items: 
http://riversidecountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/Detail_LegiFile.aspx?Frame=&MeetingID=2492&MediaPosition=&
ID=17658&CssClass= 
 
Given the posting requirements for the meeting we are not able to update your map for tomorrow's agenda 
item.  Map 6.1 will be discussed as part of our staff presentation.  During public comment you may share your 
update, highlighting what has changed from 6.1, and any other input you would like to provide to the Board. 
 
I look forward to seeing your tomorrow. 
 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 10:06 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: 'Maribel Nunez' <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>; 'Ana Gonzalez' <ana.g@ccaej.org> 
Subject: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hello Tom, 
  
I saw a call come into my phone today around 11:30am, I am sorry I did not catch 
it if. I was not sure if you were trying to speak to me, so I called you back and left a 
message. 
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Anyhow, I wanted to let you know that I realized over the weekend that I uploaded 
the incorrect file folders for our Community Draft Submittal 6.1. On Friday, after 
you informed me that your staff had uploaded the maps and report from our 
submittal earlier in the week, I went to look at the published maps. 
  
I realized immediately that there was something wrong because my numbers were 
not matching with your published numbers. I then proceeded to review in detail 
my numbers and after still arriving at my same results, I thought of checking the 
file folders I uploaded to the Google Drive, which I provided to Maribel Nunez and 
of course which she forwarded to you. 
  
I am sorry to say, that was there, where I found my error. I uploaded the incorrect 
file folders. I have been working on a multitude of map scenarios and calculations, 
and in my haste, I selected the incorrect folders for upload. 
  
I wish to extend my sincere apologies to you and your staff as well as to Ms. 
Maribel Nunez and the Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance for any 
inconvenience or confusion this oversight of mine has caused. 
  
I am including below the google drive link to what should have been the submittal 
for the Community Draft Maps 6.1, but I have now labeled the file folder as 
Community Draft Map 6.2. 
  
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1X1‐JiOzRGMb‐
wwYVUc5JSlhWvdX1IXmL?usp=sharing  
  
Please feel free to reach out to me at any time tomorrow or during the week if you 
should have any questions and, once again, my apologies. 
  
Kind Regards, 
  
Lupe Camacho 
112 E. Third Street 
Rialto, CA 92376 

909-821-6463 
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Lupecamacho12@gmail.com 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 2:32 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 2:08 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.  
  
Mr. Mullen, please don’t throw out anymore red herrings. You must have a spreadsheet that tabulates each map by 
district that was submitted. If you don’t have it then you added to the confusion felt by the Planning Commission, BOS, 
COMMUNIITY GROUPS and the general public. If you cannot show how each district achieved its populations numbers 
on each map, then your software is useless. I intend to bring this up at the board meeting tomorrow. Forget your 5.6 
million data points and just give us the actual count of population for each district in each map  with city, CDA’s and rural 
area counts. A simple 13 column x 50 line spreadsheet for Walsh 3.2 would be fine.What you are doing is " analysis by 
paralysis".  
 
Thank you 
 
Gary Worobec 
 
 
 
 
 
 

On Nov 15, 2021, at 1:41 PM, Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> wrote: 
 

Greetings Mr. Worobec, 
 
We are utilizing a mapping tool developed and maintained by esri rather than a Microsoft or 
Google spreadsheet for map analysis.  When we create a map and the corresponding 
demographic tables, we are working with approximately 5.6 million data points across the more 
than 29,000 census blocks and 190+ demographic categories.  We utilize the same mapping 
software to analyze internal maps and maps submitted by the community. 
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The redistricting data utilized within our mapping tools is from the state of California and can 
be found here:  https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/counties.html# 

Statewide Database | County Level Data 
The Statewide Database website does not collect or share personal information. If you submit a question to us 
on our Contact page, we will see the name, phone number and email address that you enter on that form, and 
we will only use that name, phone number and email address in order to reply to you. Close 

statewidedatabase.org 

Regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

 
From: Gary Worobec <garytwmw@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 5:25 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Subject: Walsh 3.2 redistricting map.  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT 
click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Mr. Mullen, 
Could you please provide me with the spreadsheet that you used to calculate the population 
numbers for each of the 5 districts regarding the Walsh 3.2 redistricting map. 
 
Thank you 
 
Gary Worobec 
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.takebackanza.org__;!!JTyGX330HN5x6Ko!XSJBoJp_-
fvyEsMAvJcWySTJMaRFWkK9MEI0M4jPB_G_lnuGG_rU6hiOdA799w$ 
951-373-0707 
Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this 
message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, 
forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both 
electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Imelda Huerta <ihuerta@cityofmenifee.us>
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 3:59 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Supervisorial District Proposed Boundaries - City of Menifee Letter of Concern 
Attachments: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps - City of Menifee Letter of Concern - 11.15.2021.pdf; County 

Redistricting Maps E - J.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Good Afternoon: 
 
Please find the attached letter highlighting our concern regarding the proposed supervisorial redistricting draft maps 
that were recently released for the Riverside County region.  The City of Menifee has learned that a map has been 
introduced that would divide the city into three (3) supervisorial districts, which would cause the City to be represented 
by three (3) District Supervisors. There is significant concern with the possible implications of distinct representation, as 
well as the various disadvantages that will ensue should this move forward. The City of Menifee is respectfully 
requesting the County re‐examine the district boundary configurations and request representation by one (1) District 
Supervisor, as this would be much more favorable for the city and region as a whole. 
 
Please take a moment to review the letter and feel free to contact me to coordinate a further discussion.  We appreciate 
your time, leadership, and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Imelda M. Huerta, MPA | Senior Management Analyst 
Office of the City Manager 
City of Menifee | 29844 Haun Road | Menifee, CA 92586  
Direct: (951) 723‐3774| City Hall: (951) 672‐6777 | Fax: (951) 679‐3843 
ihuerta@cityofmenifee.us | cityofmenifee.us 
 
 

                
 

Connect with us on social media:   |  |  |  
 
*Please note that email correspondence with the City of Menifee, along with attachments, may be subject to the 
California Public Records Act, and therefore may be subject to disclosure unless otherwise exempt. The City of Menifee 
shall not be responsible for any claims, losses or damages resulting from the use of digital data that may be contained in 
this email. 
 
 
 



22

Laning, Damian J.

From: Angela Little <awlittle@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 4:11 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: sky.canyon@verizon.net
Subject: Expression of limited support of Map H

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Map H is the best of the maps I've seen to date, however, it still does not keep the Winchester / Homeland 
MAC area together in one District.  Including the northerly portion of the WHMAC area, that appears to be in 
District 5 in Map H, would decrease the negative number of citizens, listed as 3,952 in Map H's status of 
District 3. 
 
Thank you again for your efforts.  I know this has been a difficult process for all of us. 
 
 
Angela D. Little 
President, Winchester Homeland Town Association 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 4:28 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2

For inclusion.  
 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 4:22 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: RE: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2  
  

Thank you Tom for replying. 
  
I fully understand, I will see you tomorrow and thanks again for everything. 
  
Kind Regards, 
  
Lupe Camacho 

112 E. Third Street 

Rialto, CA 92376 

909-821-6463 

Lupecamacho12@gmail.com 

  
From: Mullen, Tom [mailto:TMullen@RIVCO.ORG]  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 1:52 PM 
To: Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com> 
Cc: 'Maribel Nunez' <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>; 'Ana Gonzalez' <ana.g@ccaej.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO 
Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2 
  
Greetings, 
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We have received your email and link to updated redistricting supervisorial boundaries from the Brown Black 
Alliance.  Your previous submission, labeled Community Draft Map 6.1, is included in our staff report and 
Board of Supervisor's agenda scheduled for tomorrow, Tuesday November 16, 2021 at 9:30 AM.  Here is a link 
to the agenda items: 
http://riversidecountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/Detail_LegiFile.aspx?Frame=&MeetingID=2492&MediaPosition=&
ID=17658&CssClass= 
  
Given the posting requirements for the meeting we are not able to update your map for tomorrow's agenda 
item.  Map 6.1 will be discussed as part of our staff presentation.  During public comment you may share your 
update, highlighting what has changed from 6.1, and any other input you would like to provide to the Board. 
  
I look forward to seeing your tomorrow. 
  
Best regards, 
  

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
  
951.955.1850 

  

From: Lupe Camacho <lupecamacho12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 10:06 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: 'Maribel Nunez' <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>; 'Ana Gonzalez' <ana.g@ccaej.org> 
Subject: Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance Community Map 6.2  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hello Tom, 
  
I saw a call come into my phone today around 11:30am, I am sorry I did not catch 
it if. I was not sure if you were trying to speak to me, so I called you back and left a 
message. 
  
Anyhow, I wanted to let you know that I realized over the weekend that I uploaded 
the incorrect file folders for our Community Draft Submittal 6.1. On Friday, after 
you informed me that your staff had uploaded the maps and report from our 
submittal earlier in the week, I went to look at the published maps. 
  
I realized immediately that there was something wrong because my numbers were 
not matching with your published numbers. I then proceeded to review in detail 
my numbers and after still arriving at my same results, I thought of checking the 
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file folders I uploaded to the Google Drive, which I provided to Maribel Nunez and 
of course which she forwarded to you. 
  
I am sorry to say, that was there, where I found my error. I uploaded the incorrect 
file folders. I have been working on a multitude of map scenarios and calculations, 
and in my haste, I selected the incorrect folders for upload. 
  
I wish to extend my sincere apologies to you and your staff as well as to Ms. 
Maribel Nunez and the Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance for any 
inconvenience or confusion this oversight of mine has caused. 
  
I am including below the google drive link to what should have been the submittal 
for the Community Draft Maps 6.1, but I have now labeled the file folder as 
Community Draft Map 6.2. 
  
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1X1‐JiOzRGMb‐
wwYVUc5JSlhWvdX1IXmL?usp=sharing  
  
Please feel free to reach out to me at any time tomorrow or during the week if you 
should have any questions and, once again, my apologies. 
  
Kind Regards, 
  
Lupe Camacho 

112 E. Third Street 

Rialto, CA 92376 

909-821-6463 

Lupecamacho12@gmail.com 
  
Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 7:49 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: City of Perris Comment Letter - Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Maps
Attachments: image001.png; image002.jpg; Perris Letter_Redistricting Maps_November 15_2021.pdf

For inclusion. 
 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey <JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 6:22 PM 
To: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Fwd: City of Perris Comment Letter ‐ Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Maps  
  
Please the attached letter and forward it to the Board for consideration. Thank you.  
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Monica Martinez <MMartinez@cityofperris.org> 
Date: November 15, 2021 at 6:15:56 PM PST 
To: "Van Wagenen, Jeffrey" <JVanWagenen@rivco.org> 
Subject: City of Perris Comment Letter ‐ Riverside County Supervisorial Redistricting Maps 

  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good evening, 
  
On behalf of the City of Perris, please see the attached updated letter for your consideration.  
  
Thank you.  
  
  

Monica Martinez 

Executive Assistant 
Office of the City Manager 
(951) 943‐6100 ext. 281 
FAX (951) 943‐4246 
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City of Perris 
101 North “D” St. 
Perris, CA 92570 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org>
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:51 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Cynthia Valencia; Odenbaugh, Rania; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5
Subject: Redistricting: Compliance with the Federal Voting Rights Act
Attachments: 2021-11-16 - ACLU SoCal Letter to Riverside BOS and Planning Commission re Redistricting.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors and the Riverside County Planning Commission: 
 
Attached please find correspondence regarding the County’s redistricting process.  
 
Best,  
 
Julia 
 
Julia Gomez, Staff Attorney 
ACLU of Southern California 
1313 W 8th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(o) 213.977.5258 
  
aclusocal.org ||  facebook  ||  twitter  ||  blog  ||  app 
  
ACLU SoCal: STAND FOR JUSTICE >> Download our mobile app at mobilejusticeca.org 
  
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 LAW.  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 OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:18 PM
To: Michael Gomez Daly
Cc: Sky Allen; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3

Hello Michael and Sky, 
Thank you for reaching out.  We are taking action to amend map 1.3 in accordance with the Board's direction 
today.  The changes are minor and look to effect districts 3 and 4, without impact to districts 1 and 5.  If 
needed I will reach out to you. 
Thank you again. 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:53 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> 
Subject: Community map 1.3  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
I am watching a delayed recording of the board meeting today. I am past the vote for 1.3, H, and F to move forward with 
the recommendation for the technical staff to modify 1.3 to accommodate various community of interest public 
testimonies that have occurred in the last few meetings. 
 
I want you to know we are very amenable to modify these maps to make it the strongest, while also being palatable for 
the supervisors to adopt. Of course our only major concern is the VRA districts and ensuring we are not dropping on 
Latino CVAP within those districts. We understand you have a mandate to change the map according to direction from 
the board. We do not want to interrupt that process, but please let us know if there is anything we can do to help. 
 
best, 
Michael 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:27 PM
To: Mullen, Tom
Cc: Sky Allen; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3

Tom, 
 
Thank you and appreciate the update. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 6:18 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael and Sky, 
Thank you for reaching out.  We are taking action to amend map 1.3 in accordance with the Board's direction 
today.  The changes are minor and look to effect districts 3 and 4, without impact to districts 1 and 5.  If 
needed I will reach out to you. 
Thank you again. 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:53 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> 
Subject: Community map 1.3  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
I am watching a delayed recording of the board meeting today. I am past the vote for 1.3, H, and F to move forward 
with the recommendation for the technical staff to modify 1.3 to accommodate various community of interest public 
testimonies that have occurred in the last few meetings. 
 
I want you to know we are very amenable to modify these maps to make it the strongest, while also being palatable for 
the supervisors to adopt. Of course our only major concern is the VRA districts and ensuring we are not dropping on 
Latino CVAP within those districts. We understand you have a mandate to change the map according to direction from 
the board. We do not want to interrupt that process, but please let us know if there is anything we can do to help. 
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best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 7:42 PM
To: Michael Gomez Daly
Cc: Sky Allen; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3

Hello Michael, 
 
Greg Rodriguez shared that you provided him a file.  Can you share the file with me please and we will get it 
mapped for our team. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:27 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3  
  
Tom, 
 
Thank you and appreciate the update. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 6:18 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael and Sky, 
Thank you for reaching out.  We are taking action to amend map 1.3 in accordance with the Board's direction 
today.  The changes are minor and look to effect districts 3 and 4, without impact to districts 1 and 5.  If 
needed I will reach out to you. 
Thank you again. 
Best regards, 
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Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:53 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> 
Subject: Community map 1.3  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
I am watching a delayed recording of the board meeting today. I am past the vote for 1.3, H, and F to move forward 
with the recommendation for the technical staff to modify 1.3 to accommodate various community of interest public 
testimonies that have occurred in the last few meetings. 
 
I want you to know we are very amenable to modify these maps to make it the strongest, while also being palatable for 
the supervisors to adopt. Of course our only major concern is the VRA districts and ensuring we are not dropping on 
Latino CVAP within those districts. We understand you have a mandate to change the map according to direction from 
the board. We do not want to interrupt that process, but please let us know if there is anything we can do to help. 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 8:57 AM
To: Mullen, Tom
Cc: Sky Allen; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3
Attachments: Outlook-County of .png; Riv_BOS_11_16 (1).csv

Tom, 
 
He had asked me if it was possible to remove banning and morongo. I do want to make it clear this is not something we 
have not gotten sign on from our partners, I was just doing a favor for Gregg. I am happy to share it but I don't want it to 
be misconstrued as something that is baked and/or vetted. 
 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 7:41 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael, 
 
Greg Rodriguez shared that you provided him a file.  Can you share the file with me please and we will get it 
mapped for our team. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom 
 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:27 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3  
  
Tom, 
 
Thank you and appreciate the update. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 6:18 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael and Sky, 
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Thank you for reaching out.  We are taking action to amend map 1.3 in accordance with the Board's 
direction today.  The changes are minor and look to effect districts 3 and 4, without impact to districts 1 and 
5.  If needed I will reach out to you. 
Thank you again. 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:53 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> 
Subject: Community map 1.3  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
I am watching a delayed recording of the board meeting today. I am past the vote for 1.3, H, and F to move forward 
with the recommendation for the technical staff to modify 1.3 to accommodate various community of interest public 
testimonies that have occurred in the last few meetings. 
 
I want you to know we are very amenable to modify these maps to make it the strongest, while also being palatable 
for the supervisors to adopt. Of course our only major concern is the VRA districts and ensuring we are not dropping 
on Latino CVAP within those districts. We understand you have a mandate to change the map according to direction 
from the board. We do not want to interrupt that process, but please let us know if there is anything we can do to 
help. 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the 
author immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 9:03 AM
To: Michael Gomez Daly
Cc: Sky Allen; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3

Understood, thank you.   
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 8:57 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3  
  
Tom, 
 
He had asked me if it was possible to remove banning and morongo. I do want to make it clear this is not something we 
have not gotten sign on from our partners, I was just doing a favor for Gregg. I am happy to share it but I don't want it to 
be misconstrued as something that is baked and/or vetted. 
 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 7:41 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael, 
 
Greg Rodriguez shared that you provided him a file.  Can you share the file with me please and we will get it 
mapped for our team. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom 
 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 
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From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:27 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Community map 1.3  
  
Tom, 
 
Thank you and appreciate the update. 
 
best, 
Michael 
 
On Tue, Nov 16, 2021 at 6:18 PM Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

Hello Michael and Sky, 
Thank you for reaching out.  We are taking action to amend map 1.3 in accordance with the Board's 
direction today.  The changes are minor and look to effect districts 3 and 4, without impact to districts 1 and 
5.  If needed I will reach out to you. 
Thank you again. 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:53 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org> 
Subject: Community map 1.3  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
I am watching a delayed recording of the board meeting today. I am past the vote for 1.3, H, and F to move forward 
with the recommendation for the technical staff to modify 1.3 to accommodate various community of interest public 
testimonies that have occurred in the last few meetings. 
 
I want you to know we are very amenable to modify these maps to make it the strongest, while also being palatable 
for the supervisors to adopt. Of course our only major concern is the VRA districts and ensuring we are not dropping 
on Latino CVAP within those districts. We understand you have a mandate to change the map according to direction 
from the board. We do not want to interrupt that process, but please let us know if there is anything we can do to 
help. 
 
best, 
Michael 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
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This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the 
author immediately. 
County of Riverside California  



November 30, 2021

Sent Via Email

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
c/o Clerk of the Board
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
cob@rivco.org

Riverside County Planning Commission
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org

Re: Supervisorial Redistricting and Compliance with the Voting Rights Act

We are writing to express our support for Community Draft Map 1.4. This proposal is most effective at
balancing population, complying with the Voting Rights Act, and honoring the communities of interests our
partners have identified in the county.

On September 27th, 2021 Sky Allen emailed rivcoredistricting@rivco.org a number of Communities of Interest
testimonies collected by the 22 organizations who make up the Inland Empire Redistricting Hub. During the
Riverside County Board of Supervisors Redistricting meetings on Aug. 18, 2021, Sept. 22, 2021, Sept. 28, 2021,
Oct. 6, 2021, Oct. 19, 2021, Nov. 3, 2021, Nov. 9, 2021, Nov. 16, 2021, the Brown and Black Redistricting
Alliance, representing over 10 organizations, submitted over 25 public comments containing Communities of
Interest testimony via e-mail, phone or in person.  Both of the redistricting coalitions’ communities of interest
include keeping the Latino communities of Jurupa Valley and Riverside City. These communities are cohesive in
their shared socioeconomic interests. A second high priority Community of Interest was ensuring Moreno Valley
and Perris were kept together. Like Jurupa Valley and Riverside, there is a cohesive Latino community spanning
the two cities. The third high priority Community of Interest was keeping black and Latino communities of
Hemet and San Jacinto within a district shared with Perris and Moreno Valley.

The California Citizens Redistricting Commission’s demographers conducted a RPV analysis and their team
found evidence of racially polarized voting at the state assembly, state senate, and congressional level in
Riverside County. They further concluded that areas of Riverside County satisfy all 3 Gingles preconditions. At
the local level, Riverside County Consultants also conducted a RPV analysis and found similarly compelling
evidence as the state Commission’s team. Given that roughly 40% of the county’s citizen voting age population is
Latino and your own RPV analysis, we urge the Board of Supervisors to approve a map with 2 federal Voting
Rights Act compliant supervisorial districts. Community Map 1.4 is the only map that meets that goal.

The Board and the Planning Commission must take seriously the likely need to create at least two supervisorial
districts where Latinx voters have an effective opportunity to elect candidates of choice. Compliance with the
Voting Rights Act must take priority over almost all factors except equality of population. Nonetheless, with
Community Map 1.4 it is possible to adopt a map with districts substantially equal in population that comply with

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373201/map1_assembly.pdf?1635373201
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373203/map2_senate.pdf?1635373203
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373207/map3_congressional.pdf?1635373207
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373208/map5_gingles3.pdf?1635373208


the Voting Rights Act and the Fair Maps Act. If you have any questions, feel free to contact either Sky Allen at
sky@ieunited.org or Maribel Nunez at maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org

Sincerely,

IE United/IE Redistricting Hub
Sky Allen, Program Director

Inland Equity Partnership/Brown & Black Redistricting Alliance,
Maribel Nunez, Executive Director

Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice
Ana Gonzalez, Executive Director

TODEC Legal Center,
Luz Gallegos, Executive Director

Bayanihan Desert
Edwin Ramoran, Co-founder and Community Organizer

Planned Parenthood Action Fund of the Pacific Southwest

National Ecumenical Forum for Filipino Concerns, Inland Empire
Bobby Halili, Founder

Council of Mexican Federation in North America (COFEM)
Francisco Moreno, Executive Director

Southwest Riverside County for Equitable Maps

Latina Association Riverside County
Martha Howard, President and Founder

Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance (APALA), Inland Empire chapter
Priya Vedula, member

LULAC OF RIVERSIDE, COUNCIL 3190
Yolanda Esquivel,  Redistricting Committee Chair

mailto:sky@ieunited.org
mailto:maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org


November 30, 2021 
 
RAMV 
PO Box 2244 
Perris CA 92572 
 
Riverside County Planning Commission  
4080 Lemon Street  

Riverside, CA 92501 

 

Attention: Tom Mullen II 

 

RE: Agenda Item 6. Redistricting Public Hearing.   RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING 

COMMISSION – Redistricting maps. 

Planning Commissioners:  

Three Community Organizations are adamantly opposed to County Map H and support Community 

Map 3.2.  RAGLM, RAMV and GLMGHRU represent over 100,000 residents.   Last minute revisions to 

Map H gave little time for residents to respond to the negative impacts that this will have on their 

unincorporated Communities of Interest. The current Map H Version 7.2 is not legally binding.  It divides 

the Greater Lake Mathews Community of Interest into three Supervisorial Districts.  The Greater Lake 

Mathews Community Plan was adopted by the Board of Supervisors in 1989.  The Residents of Greater 

Lake Mathews (RAGLM) was established over twenty years ago in 2001.  They have had monthly 

community meetings for 20+ years. RAGLM went through the Community of Interest process and was 

adopted by LAFCO in 2002.  

 

All three rural groups are working with an attorney to preserve our rural lifestyle. We will file a lawsuit if 

the County moves forward with any maps that divide the Greater Lake Mathews Community of Interest 

into more than one Supervisorial District.  

The Secretary of State list of requirements.   

What criteria will our Board of Supervisors use when drawing district lines?  

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

(1) geographically contiguous districts (each supervisorial 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.).  

(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. 

https://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/ab849-templates/countyboard-english.pdf 

https://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/ab849-templates/countyboard-english.pdf


Dividing the Greater Lake Mathews community of Interest into three Supervisorial Districts must be 

avoided.  Unincorporated communities, more than cities, rely on their Supervisor for County services.  

Having three Supervisors for one area will create havoc on residents who live here.   

See Exhibit 1 RAGLM COI Map.  

 

 
Community Maps should be given just as much consideration for approval as County Created 

Redistricting Committee Maps.  Community Map 3.2 meets all of the criteria.  After looking over the 

shape files produced by the County there is some areas that are different from the community maps 

drawn by community groups.  The area in District 3 that shows Homeland has moved from the first maps 

created.  It is now farther south.  That is turn moves the shape files and population counts.  The maps 

were created to have Winchester, Green Acres and Homeland in one District.  If the County wants to 

move that community to District 5 we would not object. We created some maps with those communities 

in District 5.  Keeping unincorporated communities and cities together must be one of the top priorities 

of redistricting. 

We are open to discuss small changes in Community Map 3.2 to adjust for population and or to adjust 

for minority-majority population. One District already meets the minority-majority over 50% and another 

District is very close.  This map comes very close to achieving two Districts with a minority-majority over 

50%. 



 

 

 



 
 

The Greater Lake Mathews area includes Lake Mathews, Gavilan Hills, El Sobrante, Woodcrest, 

Mockingbird Canyon and portions of Mead Valley. Many communities with thousands of residents were 

not included in the map. Were their populations counted?   

 

Walsh version 5 map 3.2 addresses the concerns of keeping Communities and cities together and having 

at least one minority-majority District.  Only one city is split and that is Riverside.  The Pass Communities 

are kept together, Perris and Moreno Valley are kept together, the Mountain Communities are kept 

together, the rural communities of Mead Valley, Good Hope, Lake Mathews, Good Hope, Woodcrest, El 

Sobrante are kept together,  Temescal Valley, Lake Elsinore and Lakeland Village are kept together,  De 

Luz and La Cresta are kept together.    

The County created maps do not keep communities and cities together, but divide them.   

Corey Jackson, Riverside County Board of Education Trustee and political action chair of the NAACP, was 

quoted in the Press Enterprise today stating, “by putting Moreno Valley and Perris in two separate 

districts, you will dramatically decrease the political voice of the African American community”.  He 

urged the Supervisors to keep Moreno Valley and Perris in one district. The same can be said for the 

Communities of Mead Valley and Good Hope.  Map H divides Moreno Valley.  

 

 



   RAMV, RAGLM and GLMGHRU support  Community Map 3.2  

 

The Planning Commission based their final decision on the fact that they were not knowledgeable with 

the Voting Rights Act.  The fact that the Redistricting Committee has the data and knowledge was a huge 

influence on the decision makers to recommend County maps. The real issue is errors in the data. 

 

The Current official census population is 2,418,185 and yet the Redistricting Committee is stating the 

California adjusted population is 2,417,438. That seems to be inaccurate if you look at the numbers on 

the maps using California Adjusted Census Population Data. The population of cities and communities 

are going up with the California adjusted census population going down.   

 

The State of California created an error with adjusted census data for the City of Norco.  The City 2020 

census population is 26,316 and yet the CA adjusted population is 22,405. The city of Norco did not lose 

3911 residents over night.  All of the other populated areas increased in population.  

 

An audit of the analysis must be made immediately in order to have a complete and accurate 

redistricting of the County.  

The Committee must produce a spreadsheet to show how they arrived at the District populations for the 

Community and County produced maps.  The analysis completed by the County for the maps that I have 

submitted are not accurate. 



 

Commissioner Shaffer stated that he was not “comfortable” with the “community maps”.  

Commissioners were not familiar with the requirements of the Voting Rights Act.  Their decision to 

follow staff and vote for the County created redistricting maps was partially based on this lack of 

knowledge. That is not a legal reason to dismiss community maps. The County maps were recommended 

to the Board of Supervisors.   

 

The Redistricting Committee has made numerous errors.  Population counting errors. Table population 

errors.  Locations omitted or moved. The same District with the same area on the map has tables with 

different population counts.   

 

Communities such as El Cerrito have population errors. El Cerrito is listed with a population of 26,000 on 

later maps, while older maps have the correct census population of 5,058.   

 

How did the correct data get replaced by incorrect data?  Why were submitted community maps 

changed? Errors still exist online.  

 

The County mentioned that they are using Table 4 to determine the minority-majority percentage of 

voting age population. Table 3 is the correct table.  All of the Walsh redistricting maps have one District 

with over 50% Hispanic - Latino population of voting age.  District 5 has a California Adjusted Citizen 

Voting Age Population 2020 US Special Tabulation Hispanic or Latino population of 53.9%.  District 2 is 

very close with 49.9%.  District 2 should be reviewed because there are population discrepancies.  See 

table 3 Exhibit 1. 

California Adjusted Citizen Voting Age Population 2020 US Special Tabulation From the 
2015-2019 5-Year American Community Survey (ACS). 
Table 3. Citizen Population - (CVAP) 2015-2019 5-year American Community Survey 
(ACS) 

 

According to the University of California, Berkley Law School article Redistricting: Estimating Voter Age 

Population  

"ACS does not account for aging of the population sampled, but rather reports individuals 
at the age they were when data were collected. Accordingly, a citizen who was 13 in 2005 
when the ACS collected information about her still appears as a 13-year-old today even 
though in reality she is now over 18 and of voting age" (Redistricting: Estimating Voter Age 
Population, Pg. 4). 
 

The Redistricting Committee stated at the Planning Commission Meeting on November 1, 2021 that they 

based the Citizen voting age population from Table 4.  This table uses 2015-2019 5- year ACS survey.  

This is not accurate as this survey still has children listed as younger than 18 when they are currently 18 

or older.  The 2020 voting age population is therefore not accurate on Table 4. 

 

Now it seems they are using Table 3.  Yet the Planning Commission dismissed Community maps because 



they were told Table 4 was the bases for determining the minority-majority percentage of voting age 

population 

Table 4. Citizen Voting Age Population - (CVAP) 2015-2019 5-year American Community 
Survey (ACS). 

 

Table 4 does not indicate that they are using the required California data.  Tables 1-3 indicate that they 

are using California data for their analysis.  

 

“Welcome to California's official 2021 Redistricting Database. On this page, you will find California's 

official datasets for state and local redistricting. The datasets available consist of the Census bureau’s P.L. 

94-171 file, adjusted per California law to reallocate data about certain incarcerated populations to their 

last known residential address; Citizen Voting Age Population from the 2015-2019 American Community 

Survey; and Voter Registration and Returns for Statewide Elections. Each of these datasets is released on 

2020 Census Block Geography. We provide more detailed information about these datasets on their 

respective pages” (https://statewidedatabase.org/redistricting2021/).  

 

Walsh Version 5 Map 3.2.  Using the County online census map allowed us to locate many of the small 

communities and include them in the census data information included with the Walsh Versions 5 map.  

See the tables on the map and detailed list of cities and communities with their population numbers.  

See Exhibit 2. This information was gathered from the census map provided online by the County.  

 

The Walsh maps meet the requirements of keeping communities of interest together.  Greater Lake 

Mathews, Mead Valley, Mountain Communities (Anza, Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga), Temescal Valley, 

the Pass Area, (Winchester, Green Acres and Homeland), and Desert Communities. 

Greater Lake Mathews includes the communities of Lake Mathews, Gavilan Hills, Mockingbird Canyon, 

Woodcrest and El Sobrante. They are a Community of Interest (COI) for over 20 years.    

The Pass Area with Cabazon, Banning, Beaumont and Cherry Valley. Moreno Valley and Perris. 

The Matrix for Walsh Map 3.2 



 
 



1. The Walsh Maps meet the requirements for population equality.     

 

2. The Walsh Maps meet the requirements for majority - minority percentage of voting age population.  

 

3.  District 5 has a minority-majority of 53.9%. District 1 is very close with a minority majority of 49.9%.  

District 1 could in fact be over 50%.  

4.  All District Boundaries Contiguous.  

 

5.  Geographic Integrity of Cities and Census Designated Places.   One City Spilt. Riverside is the One 

Community that is split.  March Air Reserve Base is located on the East side of the I-215 Freeway.  March 

Joint Powers Authority land is located on the east and west side of the I-215 Freeway.  Valle Vista is the 

one community affected.  Tribal reservation land impacted.  None.  Boundaries between District 5 and 4 

are outside of the Morongo Reservation. Boundaries between District 5 and 4 are outside of the Saboba 

Reservation.  

6. Easily identifiable Boundaries. Yes 

7. Geographic Compactness. No.  

 

The Walsh Maps have a free flow of Districts making it much easier to define Districts. Residents will 

benefit from the boundary lines that are easy to locate.  

 

 
 

March Air Reserve Base is on the eastern side of the I-215 Freeway.  March JPA is on the western side of 

the I-215 Freeway.   



 

 

 
Close up defining the boundaries between District 1 and District2. From the 2020, Census map.  

https://rivcoca.com/sites/default/files/2011%20Superviorial%20District%20Boundaries%20w%20CVAP%

20data%203.pdf 

 

Areas in District 1 not counted by the Redistricting Committee.   

Alta Vita Retirement Community was once a part of Air Force Village West a 153-acre community 

consists of 440 independent living residences, with 267 cottages, 103 apartments and 70 duplex units. It 

also has 55 assisted living units.  I do not see this on the maps. This is part of the March Joint Powers 

Reuse Area.  

 

La Cresta, De Luz and Gavilan Hills are not on the County created maps.  Were these areas included in 

the census data for Murrieta and Temecula? La Cresta and De Luz have a total population of 19,410 and 

should be included as unincorporated areas.  

 

Greater Lake Mathews RAGLM Group. Leave Greater Lake Mathews in District 1 

RAMV Rural Association of Mead Valley. Leave Mead Valley in District 1 

https://rivcoca.com/sites/default/files/2011%20Superviorial%20District%20Boundaries%20w%20CVAP%20data%203.pdf
https://rivcoca.com/sites/default/files/2011%20Superviorial%20District%20Boundaries%20w%20CVAP%20data%203.pdf


The Pass Communities.  Morongo Tribe. Leave the Pass communities together in District 5. 

Mountain Communities of Anza, Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga Communities.  Leave Anza, Sage, 

Aguanga, Lake Riverside in District 3. 

Winchester, Homeland and Green Acres. Leave these communities together. 

 

Community Map 3.2 addresses the needs of numerous Communities of Interest Groups and all residents 

of Riverside County. 

The Walsh Maps keep the District 1 Supervisor’s residence in District 1. Supervisor Jeffries may be 

retiring after his term is over, but that will be three years from now.  Almost his entire term in office.  

 

Exhibit 1. Greater Lake Mathews COI Map.  

 

Exhibit 2. Map with Supervisors boundaries between Gavilan Hills and Lake Mathews, Map shows where 

Gavilan Hills is divided into District 1 and 2,  

 

Exhibit 3. Shape files showing the roads and boundary lines between District 1, 2 and 3.  

 

Exhibit 4. Shows table 3 and 4 for Community Map 3.2. Table 3 California Adjusted Voter age population.  

Table 4 does not use California adjusted data. 

Please follow the census requirements that keep communities together.  No to Map H.  Yes to 

Community Map 3.2.  We should all work together to create a redistricting map that works for everyone.   

 

Thank you. 

 

Debbie Walsh 

President, RAMV 
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November 30, 2021  

Sent Via Email 

Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
c/o Clerk of the Board  
County Administrative Center 
1st Floor, Board Chambers  
4080 Lemon Street  
Riverside, CA 92501  
cob@rivco.org  

 
 
Riverside County Planning Commission  
County Administrative Center  
1st Floor, Board Chambers  
4080 Lemon Street  
Riverside, CA 92501  
RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org

Re: Supervisorial Redistricting and Compliance with the Voting Rights Act  

We are writing to express our support for Community Draft Map 1.4. This proposal is most effective at 
balancing population, complying with the Voting Rights Act, and honoring the communities of interests our 
partners have identified in the county.  
 
On September 27th, 2021 Sky Allen emailed rivcoredistricting@rivco.org a number of Communities of Interest 
testimonies collected by the 22 organizations who make up the Inland Empire Redistricting Hub. During the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors Redistricting meetings on Aug. 18, 2021, Sept. 22, 2021, Sept. 28, 2021, 
Oct. 6, 2021, Oct. 19, 2021, Nov. 3, 2021, Nov. 9, 2021, Nov. 16, 2021, the Brown and Black Redistricting 
Alliance, representing over 10 organizations, submitted over 25 public comments containing Communities of 
Interest testimony via e-mail, phone or in person.  Both of the redistricting coalitions’ communities of interest 

include keeping the Latino communities of Jurupa Valley and Riverside City. These communities are cohesive in 
their shared socioeconomic interests. A second high priority Community of Interest was ensuring Moreno Valley 
and Perris were kept together. Like Jurupa Valley and Riverside, there is a cohesive Latino community spanning 
the two cities. The third high priority Community of Interest was keeping black and Latino communities of 
Hemet and San Jacinto within a district shared with Perris and Moreno Valley. 
 
The California Citizens Redistricting Commission’s demographers conducted a RPV analysis and their team 

found evidence of racially polarized voting at the state assembly, state senate, and congressional level in 
Riverside County. They further concluded that areas of Riverside County satisfy all 3 Gingles preconditions. At 
the local level, Riverside County Consultants also conducted a RPV analysis and found similarly compelling 
evidence as the state Commission’s team. Given that roughly 40% of the county’s citizen voting age population is 

Latino and your own RPV analysis, we urge the Board of Supervisors to approve a map with 2 federal Voting 
Rights Act compliant supervisorial districts. Community Map 1.4 is the only map that meets that goal.  
 
The Board and the Planning Commission must take seriously the likely need to create at least two supervisorial 
districts where Latinx voters have an effective opportunity to elect candidates of choice. Compliance with the 
Voting Rights Act must take priority over almost all factors except equality of population. Nonetheless, with 
Community Map 1.4 it is possible to adopt a map with districts substantially equal in population that comply with 
the Voting Rights Act and the Fair Maps Act. If you have any questions, feel free to contact either Sky Allen at 
sky@ieunited.org or Maribel Nunez at maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org 

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373201/map1_assembly.pdf?1635373201
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373203/map2_senate.pdf?1635373203
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373207/map3_congressional.pdf?1635373207
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ccrc/pages/359/attachments/original/1635373208/map5_gingles3.pdf?1635373208
mailto:sky@ieunited.org
mailto:maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org
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Sincerely, 
 
IE United/IE Redistricting Hub 
Sky Allen, Program Director 
 
Inland Equity Partnership/Brown & Black Redistricting Alliance,    
        Maribel Nunez, Executive Director 
 
Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice 
Ana Gonzalez, Executive Director 
 
TODEC Legal Center, 
           Luz Gallegos, Executive Director 
 
Bayanihan Desert 
Edwin Ramoran, Co-founder and Community Organizer  
 
Planned Parenthood Action Fund of the Pacific Southwest  
 
National Ecumenical Forum for Filipino Concerns, Inland Empire 
Bobby Halili, Founder 
 
Council of Mexican Federation in North America (COFEM) 
Francisco Moreno, Executive Director 
 
Southwest Riverside County for Equitable Maps 
 
Latina Association Riverside County 
Martha Howard, President and Founder 
 
Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance (APALA), Inland Empire chapter 
Priya Vedula, member  
 
LULAC OF RIVERSIDE, COUNCIL 3190 
Yolanda Esquivel,  Redistricting Committee Chair 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 9:23 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania
Subject: Fw: Planning Commission - Redistricting
Attachments: LetterPlanningRedistrictingDec1.pdf

For inclusion. 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 

951.955.1850 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 9:06 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 
Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org>; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District 
<district1@RIVCO.ORG>; Sarabia, Elizabeth <ESarabia@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Planning Commission ‐ Redistricting  

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi Everyone, 

Please submit the attached letter to the Planning Commission and Redistricting Committee. 

Please submit this letter into the administrative record. 

Thanks. 

Debbie Walsh 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 7:59 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania
Subject: Fwd: Redristricting

For inclusion.  

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County, California  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Vicki Sanchez <sanchezv@aol.com> 
Date: December 1, 2021 at 5:49:35 AM PST 
To: "Mullen, Tom" <TMullen@rivco.org>, District2@eivco.org, District3 <District3@rivco.org>, "District 
4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez" <District4@rivco.org>, District5 <District5@rivco.org>, Supervisor Jeffries 
‐ 1st District <district1@rivco.org>, "Sarabia, Elizabeth" <ESarabia@rivco.org> 
Subject: Redristricting 
Reply‐To: Vicki Sanchez <sanchezv@aol.com> 

  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

November 30, 2021 
 
 

Vicki Sanchez 

20020 Smith Rd 

Perris, Ca  92570 
 
Planning Commission  

4080 Lemon Street  
Riverside, CA 92501 
 
Tom Mullen II 

Board of Supervisors 
 
Agenda Item 6. Redistricting Public Hearing.   
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Planning Commissioners:  
 
I am a member of RAGLM and have attended their meetings for years.  I am also a 
board member.  The RAGLM President is sending in a letter for our organization.  

There have been a large number of redistricting maps that the County has looked at.  Now all of 
a sudden they are dividing our huge rural community into three Supervisors Districts.  That is 
totally unfair.  
 
RAGLM has been a Community of Interest for over 20 years.  The Lake Mathews Community 
Plan adopted by the Board of Supervisors established Greater Lake Mathews area over 32 years 
ago.  We have had just one Supervisor over our area during that time. 
 
Having three Supervisors to represent us will create utter chaos for our rural unincorporated 
area.  This is something that the entire community will fight.  We have already hired a lawyer to 
represent us. 
 
Please vote NO ON MAP H.   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Maribel Nunez <maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org>
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 8:51 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Mullen, Tom; Planning; Flores, Robert; District 4 Supervisor V. 

Manuel Perez; District5; District2; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District3
Cc: Sky Allen; Ana Gonzalez
Subject: Public comments: ARC meeting Agenda Item 6 (support letter for 1.4 Community Map)
Attachments: 1.4 Community Map_Riverside Redistricting Letter Support_12-1-21.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Advisory Redistricting Commission and Board of Supervisors:  
 
On behalf of Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance, and IE Redistricting Hub, we are submitting a joint letter to both 
Riverside County BOS and Advisory Redistricting commission (planning commission) in support for 1.4 Community 
Map.  We want this to be put on the record for today's Riverside County Board of Supervisors Advisory Redistricting 
Meeting.   
 
 
Best, 
Sky Allen, IE Redistricting HUB  
Maribel Nunez and Ana Gonzalez, Brown and Black Redistricting Alliance 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Michael Gomez Daly <michael@ieunited.org>
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 8:51 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Public comment
Attachments: PublicComment.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Please find attached letter for public comment this morning  
 
best, 
Michael 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 2:06 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Planning
Subject: FW: Redistricting

 
 

From: Mary Fran McCluskey <faststats@faststatschecks.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 2:05 PM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Redistricting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi! 
I support Map EOTC Hv7. Lake Elsinore belongs with Lakeland Village, Canyon Lake, Wildomar, Murrieta and Temecula. 
That is where we regularly shop and go to entertainment venues. 
https://rivcoca.com/sites/default/files/EOTC%20Hv7.2%20Map%20and%20Report.pdf 
 
I don’t think any cities should be split. Seems like gerrymandering if that’s done. 
Thank you! 
‐‐Mary Fran 
 

 
 

Lakeshore Tax Services 

Mary Fran McCluskey, Enrolled Agent 

Licensed to Practice before the IRS 

Relief for Troubled Taxpayers 

611 W. Lakeshore Dr., Lake Elsinore CA 92530 

(PO Box 163, Lake Elsinore CA 92531) 

951‐245‐1544    

Fax: 800‐378‐4200 

ea@lakeshoretaxrep.com 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: sgapelu <sgapelu@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 6:47 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Ironwood State Prison

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Good evening, 
 
My husband is currently incarcerated at Ironwood State Prison and he says that they were each sent some sort of 
form/survey to fill out regarding the redistricting, but it didn’t have return information. He said it seemed as if part of 
what was sent was missing. Is it too late for them to return the forms and if not, where should they send them to? Thank 
you. 
 
Shivonn G. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 8:40 AM
To: Greene, Jeffrey; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; COB
Subject: FW: re-districtiing

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Green category

 

From: Don Inskeep <inskeep@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 8:14 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: re‐districtiing 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Dear Supervisor Jefferies,  
 
Map  EOTC Fv5.1 seems to me to be far superior to the other semi‐finalist because it keeps cities together. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Don Inskeep 
2230 Elsinore Rd 
Riverside, 92506 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Justus, Kerstin
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 8:45 AM
To: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey
Cc: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Letter of Support from City of Lake Elsinore
Attachments: Letter of Support - City of Lake Elsinore.pdf

Categories: Green category

Forwarding this letter along. 
 
 

Kerstin	Justus	
Supervisor	Kevin	Jeffries		
Riverside	County	Board	of	Supervisors,	1st	District	
KJustus@RivCo.org	
 
Riverside	office	
951-955-1010 (micro 51010) 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th floor, Riverside 
Lake	Elsinore	office	
951-471-4500 (micro 74500) 
16275 Grand Avenue, Lake Elsinore 92530 
Located	in	Building	D	of	the	Lakeland	Village	Community	Center	
 
 

From: Jeanette Hammontree <jhammontree@Lake‐Elsinore.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 5:39 PM 
To: Justus, Kerstin <KJustus@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Letter of Support from City of Lake Elsinore 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Dear Kerstin, 
Please see the attached Letter of Support from the City of Lake Elsinore. 
 
Thank you very much for the information and for your assistance. I appreciate it.  
 
Take care,  
Jeanette Hammontree 
Administrative Assistant, City Manager’s Office 
City of Lake Elsinore 
jhammontree@lake‐elsinore.org  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Sonni Waknin <sonni@uclavrp.org>
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 9:11 AM
Cc: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5; 

RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: UCLA Voting Rights Project Memo on Riverside Redistricting
Attachments: 2021-12-02 Riverside Redistricting 2021 Memo.pdf

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Hello:  
 
The UCLA Voting Rights Project has prepared the following attached analysis on the currently proposed maps 
in Riverside County. As the Riverside County Board of Supervisors begins to finalize its new district map for 
adoption, the County must adopt a map that respects Latino voters and other communities of color that have 
grown over the past ten years. Given the large population growth of Latinos and the presence of racially 
polarized voting, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors can and must adopt a map with two Latino-
majority districts for the County Board of Supervisors.   
 
The memorandum attached provides fuller analysis on this issue.  
 
Thank you,  
Sonni Waknin 
‐‐  
Sonni Waknin  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
UCLA Voting Rights Project Managing Attorney and Voting Rights Counsel  
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To: Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
From: UCLA Voting Rights Project 
Re: Voting Rights Act compliance 
Date: December 2, 2021 
 
 

I. Introduction  
 
As the Riverside County Board of Supervisors begins to finalize its new district map for 
adoption, the County must adopt a map that respects Latino voters and other communities of 
color that have grown over the past ten years. Riverside County’s growth over the decade was 
exclusively driven by non-whites, who increased to 67% of the county population from 60% in 
2010. In total, communities of color grew by over 300,000 people. Simultaneously, the white 
alone, non-Hispanic population decreased by over 80,000. 
 
During the redistricting process, the Board of Supervisors must comply with the Federal Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 (Voting Rights Act or VRA), which prohibits districting plans that dilute or 
weaken the voting strength of racial or ethnic minorities. A violation of the Voting Rights Act 
results when a districting plan either has the effect of or was enacted with knowledge that a plan 
would cause a minority group to have “less opportunity than other members of the electorate to 
participate in the political process and to elect representatives of their choice.”  See 52 USC § 
10301. It is this second clause of the VRA which directly relates to redistricting plans that 
decrease, crack, diminish or dilute, or retrogress the voting strength of racial or ethnic 
minorities—their ability to elect candidates of their choice. 
 
Given the large population growth of Latinos and the presence of racially polarized voting, the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors can and must adopt a map with two Latino-majority 
districts for the County Board of Supervisors.  
 
Two of the current maps that the Board of Supervisors is considering crack and diminish the 
voting strength of Latino voters and other communities of color and would prevent them from 
electing candidates of choice. If the County chooses not to comply with the Voting Rights Act, 
the lack of compliance will likely result in enforcement actions from either affected voters or the 
United States Department of Justice. 
 

II. Overview of Demographics  
 
As stated, Riverside County’s demographics have rapidly changed in the past decade. In 2010,  
Latino’s comprised 45.5% of the County’s population and white, non-Hispanics made up 39.7% 
of the County’s total population. 2020 decennial census data now shows that the Latino 
population is 49.7% of the County, while the white population decreased to 32.6%.  The Latino 
population increased by 4.2 percentage points, at a 20.8% growth rate. In contrast, the white 
population in the County decreased 7% percentage points, or at a rate of -9.3%. 
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As shown by Census data, the Latino population has fueled Riverside County’s growth. In 
addition to the Latino population growing by over 200,000 in just 10 years, Riverside had large 
increases in its Black (+15,939), Asian (+38,968) and multi-racial (+8,683) populations. 
 
 
Table 1: Total Population & Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) changes in Riverside 
County by Race/Ethnicity  
 
 

 
 

 
III. Racially Polarized Voting is Evident in Riverside County  

 
The UCLA Voting Rights Project has conducted analysis on voter behavior in Riverside County. 
Racially polarized voting is evident in Riverside County elections; as precincts increase in Latino 
voting strength, support for Latino preferred candidates of choice increased.  
 
This split, in which candidates who win a majority of the vote in high-density Latino voting 
precincts but receive low support in high-density non-Latino precincts, is emblematic of racially 
polarized voting. The following figures below demonstrate how across numerous elections in 
Riverside County, high density Latino precincts demonstrate consistent cohesive voting patterns, 
voting together with majority support for Latino candidates of choice. 
 
 
Figure 1: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2021 Recall Election 
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Figure 2: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2020 Presidential Election 
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Figure 3: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2018 Secretary of State 
Election 

 
 
 
Figure 4: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2018 Insurance Commissioner 
Election 
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Figure 5: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2018 Supervisor, District 5 
Election 

 
 
 
Figure 6: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2018 Supervisor, District 4 
Election 
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Figure 7: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2016 Presidential Election 

 
 
Figure 8: Vote Choice by Percent Latino in Precinct for the 2014 Supervisor, District 4 
Election 
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IV. Section 2 VRA Analysis  
 
All jurisdictions must comply with the VRA. As stated above, redistricting plans cannot 
decrease, crack, diminish or dilute, or retrogress the voting strength of racial or ethnic minorities’ 
ability to elect candidates of their choice. Specifically, Section 2b of the VRA states a violation 
has occurred if minority voters “have less opportunity than other members of the electorate to 
participate in the political process and to elect representatives of their choice.” 52 USC § 
10301(b) (emphasis added). 
 
The U.S. Constitution and the VRA prohibit a jurisdiction from  either intentionally diluting the 
voting strength of minority communities or adopting maps that have the effect of diluting the 
voting strength of minority communities by cracking or packing voters. See League of United 
Latin Am. Citizens v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399, 403 (2006); Luna v. Cnty. of Kern, 291 F. Supp. 3d 
1088 (E.D. Cal. 2018); Garza v. Cnty. of Los Angeles, 918 F.2d 763 (9th Cir. 1990).   
 
When a racial, ethnic, or language minority group is sufficiently large in a political subdivision, 
that subdivision may be required to draw Section 2 compliant districts during the redistricting 
process. When determining whether to draw a Section 2 district, the political subdivision must 
inquire as to (1) whether the minority group is sufficiently large and geographically compact to 
constitute a majority in a single-member district; (2) if the minority group is political cohesive; 
and (3) that the majority group votes sufficiently as a bloc to usually cancel out or defeat the 
minority’s preferred candidate. Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30 (1986). The latter two 
questions are called the “racially polarized voting” analysis. After the Gingles factors are met, 
the Court also looks at the totality of the circumstances to determine if there is vote dilution. See 
Clark v. Calhoun Cnty., 21 F.3d 92, 97 (5th Cir. 1994) (“it will be only the very unusual case in 
which the plaintiffs can establish the existence of the three Gingles factors but still have failed to 
establish a violation of § 2 under the totality of circumstances”).   
 
Latinos in Riverside County satisfy all three of the Gingles factors. The Latino population is 
sufficiently large and geographically compact in the western section of the county around Perris, 
Riverside, Corona, Rubidoux, the Moreno Valley, and Lake Elsinore. Because of this 
compactness and size, two supervisorial districts can be drawn around the Perris and Riverside 
areas. Further, the Latino population votes cohesively in both Riverside Board of Supervisor 
elections and other statewide and countywide election contests. While Latino voters are 
politically cohesive, the white-majority votes sufficiently act as a bloc to cancel out the minority 
preferred candidate in the current districts that are not Latino-majority. When all three Gingles 
conditions are met, as they are in Riverside County for the Latino population, it is necessary that 
the political subdivision draw a district plan that does not dilute the population.  
 
The County is thus required to draw Section 2 complaint districts. To ensure compliance with 
Section 2, any map adopted must draw two supervisorial districts with over 50% Latino citizen 
voting age population (CVAP) due to the Latino population growth and existence of racially 
polarized voting in Riverside County.  
 
V. Current Proposed Maps Dilute the Latino Population of Riverside County Through 
Cracking 
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As of the publication of this memorandum, Riverside County Supervisors are actively 
considering the following supervisorial district plans that were developed by the Executive 
Office Technical Committee (EOTC): Draft Map Fv5.1 and Draft Map Hv7.2. The Board is also 
considering a map proposed by the community, Draft Map 1.4.  
 
Both of the County’s EOTC proposed draft maps will dilute or weaken Latino’s ability to elect 
candidates of choice because both draft maps crack and dilute the Latino population. The Latino 
population in Riverside County is sufficiently large, geographically compact, and exhibit racially 
polarized voting. Maps compliant with the VRA must have two Latino-majority districts.  
 
Below is a heat map showing the density of the Latino CVAP by census block groups. The areas 
shaded in green represent areas with 50% or higher Latino CVAP, while the areas shaded in red 
represent areas with the less Latino CVAP. 
 
Figure 9: Latino Citizen Voting-Age Population Density by Census Block Group in 
Riverside County 
 

 
 
 
The heat maps below are overlaid with EOTC’s draft map lines. The heat maps demonstrate that 
the EOTC maps are cracking high density Latino populations in Riverside County.  
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Figure 10: Racial Heat Map Overlay of EOTC Map Fv5.1 
 

 
 
Map Fv5.1 clearly cracks the Latino population of Riverside County between draft Districts 1, 2, 
and 5. The cracking of Latinos between three districts ensures that Latinos will not be able to 
elect candidates of choice, in violation of the law.  
 
Figure 11: Racial Heat Map Overlay of EOTC Map Hv7.2 
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Similar to EOTC Map Fv5.1, Map Hv7.2 cracks the Latino population. EOTC Map Hv7.2, 
however, cracks the Latino population of the County even more egregiously into four district. 
Draft districts 1,2,3, and 5. District 3 appears to have been drawn to cut through the Latino dense 
areas of Lake Elsinore and areas between Perris and Hemet.  
 
The use of cracking is evident when viewing the CVAP distribution between all of the proposed 
districts in connection with the racial heat maps. Because both maps split the Latino populations 
between Districts 2 and 5, neither of these districts have a Latino CVAP that is over 50%. In 
EOTC’s Fv5.1 Map, District 2 holds 38.5% Latino CVAP,  District 4 holds 38.7% Latino 
CVAP, and District 5 holds 42.5% Latino CVAP.  EOTC’s Hv7.2 Map designs District 2 with 
43.4% Latino CVAP, District 4 with 38.7% Latino CVAP, and District 5 at 37.1% Latino 
CVAP.  
 

VI. Community Map as a Viable Districting Plan 
 
The only legally defensible map that the County is currently considering, that should be the map 
that the Board of Supervisors adopt, is Community Map 1.4.  
 
Community Map 1.4 reallocates all current 5 districts to best suit the increase of Latino CVAP 
over the past 10 years. Through this reallocation, two Latino-Majority CVAP districts are 
developed in a new District 2 and 5. Map 1.4’s District 2 has a Latino CVAP of 51.2%, based on 
2015-2019 5-year ACS estimates. District 5 has a Latino CVAP of 51.3%, based on 2015-2019 
5-year ACS estimate.  
 
With a Latino CVAP of over 50% in two Riverside County Supervisor Districts, Latinos will be 
able to exercise their voting strength and elect candidates of their choice as required by law. 
Community Map 1.4 considers the county’s Latino population growth of 4.2 percentage points 
over the last decade. The plan does not dilute or weaken Latino’s voting strength through 
cracking.  
 

VII.  Conclusion  
 
Riverside County must tread very carefully as it approaches this round of redistricting. Riverside 
County must adopt a map that respects Latino voting power and adopt a districting plan for the 
Board of Supervisors that has at least two-Latino majority districts.  

Litigation over redistricting plans is costly and onerous. The Board of Supervisors should start to 
actively consider other plans, including community plans, that draw at least two Latino-majority 
districts and that fairly reflect the population changes over the past ten years in Riverside 
County.  

 



EOTC Hv7.2 Redisticting Boundaries
with 2020 US Census Data

Riverside County
Supervisorial District Summary

District 1 District 3 District 5

Place Total Population Percent of District Place Total Population Percent of District Place Total Population Percent of District
Incorporated 445,892 91.0% Incorporated 340,032 70.2% Incorporated 423,165 86.3%

Menifee 0 0.0% Canyon Lake 11,112 2.3% Banning 29,691 6.1%
Moreno Valley 126,688 25.8% Lake Elsinore 70,517 14.6% Beaumont 53,193 10.8%
Perris 79,092 16.1% Menifee 0 0.0% Calimesa 10,057 2.1%
Riverside 240,112 49.0% Murrieta 111,187 22.9% Hemet 90,259 18.4%

Unincorporated 44,328 9.0% Temecula 110,218 22.7% Menifee 102,795 21.0%
Good Hope CDP 9,532 1.9% Wildomar 36,998 7.6% Moreno Valley 82,978 16.9%
Highgrove CDP 7,544 1.5% Unincorporated 144,510 29.8% Perris 0 0.0%
Lake Mathews CDP 2 0.0% Aguanga CDP 989 0.2% Riverside 0 0.0%
March ARB CDP 811 0.2% Anza CDP 3,094 0.6% San Jacinto 54,192 11.1%
Mead Valley CDP 19,953 4.1% French Valley CDP 35,324 7.3% Unincorporated 67,124 13.7%
Meadowbrook CDP 3,161 0.6% Green Acres CDP 2,933 0.6% Cabazon CDP 2,648 0.5%
Unincorporated 3,325 0.7% Homeland CDP 6,801 1.4% Cherry Valley CDP 6,529 1.3%

Grand Total 490,220 100.0% Lake Riverside CDP 1,377 0.3% East Hemet CDP 19,529 4.0%
Lakeland Village CDP 12,423 2.6% Lakeview CDP 1,987 0.4%
Sage CDP 3,381 0.7% Nuevo CDP 6,754 1.4%
Temescal Valley CDP 26,290 5.4% Romoland CDP 2,011 0.4%
Unincorporated 47,216 9.7% Unincorporated 11,404 2.3%
Warm Springs CDP 1,599 0.3% Valle Vista CDP 16,262 3.3%
Winchester CDP 3,083 0.6% Whitewater CDP 0 0.0%

Grand Total 484,542 100.0% Grand Total 490,289 100.0%

District 2 District 4
Place Total Population Percent of District Place Total Population Percent of District

Incorporated 431,768 88.6% Incorporated 384,035 82.6%
Corona 157,679 32.3% Blythe 12,406 2.7%
Eastvale 69,901 14.3% Cathedral City 51,683 11.1%
Jurupa Valley 105,456 21.6% Coachella 42,129 9.1%
Norco 22,406 4.6% Desert Hot Springs 32,747 7.0%
Riverside 76,326 15.7% Indian Wells 4,762 1.0%

Unincorporated 55,791 11.4% Indio 89,518 19.3%
Coronita CDP 2,653 0.5% La Quinta 37,642 8.1%
El Cerrito CDP 5,075 1.0% Palm Desert 51,317 11.0%
El Sobrante CDP 14,061 2.9% Palm Springs 44,782 9.6%
Home Gardens CDP 11,259 2.3% Rancho Mirage 17,049 3.7%
Lake Mathews CDP 5,989 1.2% Unincorporated 80,793 17.4%
Unincorporated 1,337 0.3% Bermuda Dunes CDP 8,266 1.8%
Woodcrest CDP 15,417 3.2% Desert Center CDP 258 0.1%

Grand Total 487,559 100.0% Desert Edge CDP 4,188 0.9%
Desert Palms CDP 6,699 1.4%
Garnet CDP 7,147 1.5%
Idyllwild-Pine Cove CDP 4,170 0.9%
Indio Hills CDP 1,050 0.2%
Mecca CDP 8,244 1.8%
Mesa Verde CDP 773 0.2%
Mountain Center CDP 66 0.0%
North Shore CDP 3,600 0.8%
Oasis CDP 4,484 1.0%
Ripley CDP 542 0.1%
Sky Valley CDP 2,420 0.5%
Thermal CDP 2,700 0.6%
Thousand Palms CDP 8,005 1.7%
Unincorporated 14,565 3.1%
Vista Santa Rosa CDP 2,625 0.6%
Whitewater CDP 991 0.2%

Grand Total 464,828 100.0%

Unincorporated* - Areas outside of Census Designated Places.
Percent shares calculated using unrounded numbers, but table displays only to tenths; therefore, percents displayed may not sum to 100%.
Source: Statewide Database; Adjusted, incarcerated persons reallocated P.L. 94-171 2020 Redistricting Data.
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:55 PM
To: Julia Gomez
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; Patel, Ronak; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Supervisorial Redistricting
Attachments: EOTC_Fv5_1.zip; EOTC_H_7_2.zip; CDM_1_4.zip

Categories: Green category

Hello, 
 
It appears I attached the wrong files that contain only the incorporated and unincorporated populations for 
each districts within each of the three maps.  Attached are the correct shapefiles for the three maps. 
 
Thank you again, 
Tom 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:37 PM 
To: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org> 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Patel, Ronak <RPatel@RIVCO.ORG>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting 
<RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Supervisorial Redistricting  
  

Hello, 
 
Please find attached the shapefiles for EOTC F 5.1, EOTC H 7.2, and Community Draft Map 1.4.   
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org> 
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 1:34 PM 
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To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Supervisorial Redistricting  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi Tom, can you please share shapefiles or block equivalency files for the most recent versions of Maps F, H, and 1.4 that 
the Board is considering? Thank you! 
  
Julia 
  
Julia Gomez, Staff Attorney 
ACLU of Southern California 
1313 W 8th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(o) 213.977.5258 
  
aclusocal.org ||  facebook  ||  twitter  ||  blog  ||  app 
  
ACLU SoCal: STAND FOR JUSTICE >> Download our mobile app at mobilejusticeca.org 
  
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 LAW.  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 OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org>
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:57 PM
To: Mullen, Tom
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; Patel, Ronak; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: Supervisorial Redistricting

Categories: Green category

Thank you! 
 

From: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>  
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:55 PM 
To: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org> 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Patel, Ronak <RPatel@RIVCO.ORG>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting 
<RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Supervisorial Redistricting 
 

Hello, 
 
It appears I attached the wrong files that contain only the incorporated and unincorporated populations for 
each districts within each of the three maps.  Attached are the correct shapefiles for the three maps. 
 
Thank you again, 
Tom 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:37 PM 
To: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org> 
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Patel, Ronak <RPatel@RIVCO.ORG>; RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting 
<RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Supervisorial Redistricting  
  

Hello, 
 
Please find attached the shapefiles for EOTC F 5.1, EOTC H 7.2, and Community Draft Map 1.4.   
 
Thank you, 
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Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org> 
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 1:34 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Supervisorial Redistricting  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hi Tom, can you please share shapefiles or block equivalency files for the most recent versions of Maps F, H, and 1.4 that 
the Board is considering? Thank you! 
  
Julia 
  
Julia Gomez, Staff Attorney 
ACLU of Southern California 
1313 W 8th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(o) 213.977.5258 
  
aclusocal.org ||  facebook  ||  twitter  ||  blog  ||  app 
  
ACLU SoCal: STAND FOR JUSTICE >> Download our mobile app at mobilejusticeca.org 
  
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 LAW.  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 OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
  

Confidentiality Disclaimer  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be 
privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or 
copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author 
immediately. 

County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Dennis Belger <dennispbelger@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, December 3, 2021 7:03 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Property taxes

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
I would like to know why OUR Property taxes are the second highest in the state. When I moved to Riverside County we 
had Dairies and Farm land. Now they are taking that away from us. We love OUR Farm land and Dairies. We the people 
of Riverside County need to know why OUR County is taxing us so much and taking away OUR Farm Land that we need. 
People work these lands and we don’t need more buildings and houses going up. It looks like to some of us OUR County 
doesn’t care about the people that work OUR Land. You people in charge need to wake up and support OUR County and 
help the people who live in your County. Where I live I Pay over $6000.00 a year. Where is that money going. Not to us. 
Maybe to the county employees? 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Sky Allen <sky@ieunited.org>
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 7:00 AM
To: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5; District3; 

Planning; COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; District3 Information
Cc: Michael Gomez Daly
Subject: Redistricting Voting Rights Act Concerns
Attachments: 12_6 Riverside Redistricting Letter.pdf

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Good morning Riverside County Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission,   
 
Please find the attached letter for your consideration.  
 
All the best, 
 
 
‐‐  
Sky Allen  
she/her/hers 
Program Director 
IE United 
(909) 407‐1803 



December 6, 2021

Sent Via Email

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
c/o Clerk of the Board
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
cob@rivco.org

Riverside County Planning Commission
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org

Re: Supervisorial Redistricting and Compliance with the Voting Rights Act

We write to express our concern that compliance with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act is being muddied by the
application of “opportunity to elect” districts as defined by the Executive Office Technical Committee. Satisfying
the Gingles test should be the way the Board of Supervisors ensures compliance with the Voting Rights Act.
Given that Community Map 1.4 is the only map that creates 2 VRA complaint districts, we urge the Board to
adopt Map 1.4 as the final map.

On December 1st, the Executive Office Technical Committee facilitated a presentation to the Riverside County
Planning Commission in their role as the Advisory Redistricting Commission to deliver a final presentation of the
top 3 proposed maps. In this presentation, Committee representatives reviewed the 3 proposals and their
respective data, including the announcement that all 5 districts displayed racially polarized voting and included,
for the first time, an “opportunity to elect” criterion based off of an analysis of past elections. This new analysis
led the Technical Committee to conclude that District 4 in every proposal would provide Latino residents an
effective opportunity to elect a candidate of choice. As such, District 4 would theoretically serve as an additional
Voting Rights Act compliant district, despite the Latino CVAP percent being below 50.

To the extent that the Technical Committee is using the election of Supervisor Pérez as proof that District 4 is an
effective “opportunity to elect” district, this raises serious concerns. When V. Manuel Pérez first ran to be Fourth
District Supervisor in 2014, he only received 42.84% of the vote and lost to the incumbent Supervisor Benoit. It
wasn’t until 2017 when Governor Jerry Brown appointed Pérez to Supervisor, allowing Pérez to then run in 2018
as an incumbent, that he was elected with the majority of the vote. Though Supervisor Pérez is a respected and
chosen representative for his community at the city, state, and county level, his election to Supervisor alone is
insufficient in establishing District 4 as effective for Latino voters.

Furthermore, the UCLA Voting Rights Project (VRP) recently released a report stressing the need for Riverside
County to adopt a supervisorial map with 2 Latino-majority districts. The report shows that maps H and F are
fracturing cohesive Latino communities in Jurupa/Riverside as well as Moreno Valley/Perris. Citing this fracture,
the growth of residents of color over the past decade, and the racially polarized voting analysis done by the VRP
and the county alike, the report states “the only legally defensible map that the County is currently considering,
that should be the map that the Board of Supervisors adopt, is Community Map 1.4.”  We conclude our letter
stressing that the undersigned organizations and the constituents we organize urge you to adopt this map.



Please reach out to Sky Allen with Inland Empire United at sky@ieunited.org or Maribel Nunez with Inland
Equity Partnership at maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org should you need more information.

Signed:
Alianza Coachella Valley
Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance, AFL-CIO, Inland Empire Chapter
Bayanihan Desert
California Alliance for Retired Americans, Inland Empire Chapter
Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice
Community Health Action Network
Communities for a New California
Conduit Community Development
Council of Mexican Federations in North America
Inland Coalition for Immigrant Justice
Inland Congregations United for Change
Inland Empire Community Collaborative
Inland Empire, DSA
Inland Empire United
Inland Equity Partnership
Latino Association of Riverside County
League of United  Latin American Citizens (LULAC) of Riverside 3190
League of Women Voters Riverside
National Ecumenical Forum for Filipino Concerns, Inland Empire Chapter
Nehemiah Charitable Fund
People’s Collective for Environmental Justice
Planned Parenthood Action Fund of the Pacific Southwest
Southwest Riverside County for Equitable Maps
Starting Over, Inc
TODEC Legal Center
Warehouse Worker Resource Center
The Way Resource Center
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 8:35 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Proposed County Redistricting Division of Greater Lake Mathews

Categories: Green category

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Charlene Skog <domechar@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 7:06 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; Supervisor 
Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Proposed County Redistricting Division of Greater Lake Mathews  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Please I urgently request to reconsider the redistricting maps.  You have aligned counties and cities that have nothing in 
common.   
Thank you, Charlene Skog 
Sent from Mail for Windows 
  



2

Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 8:36 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Proposed County Redistricting Division of Greater Lake Mathews

Categories: Green category

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Charlene Skog <C170Ken@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 7:10 AM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; Supervisor 
Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Re: Proposed County Redistricting Division of Greater Lake Mathews  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Please reconsider the redistricting maps.  There are communities that have nothing in common.  Thanks you, Ken Skog  
  
Sent from Mail for Windows 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:18 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: RE Districting

Categories: Green category

 

From: dgazzolo@aol.com <dgazzolo@aol.com>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 8:17 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 
<District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Subject: RE Districting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
 
  We would like to express our support for Plan F or Plan H. We encourage  you REJECT map 1.3...this map does NOT 
address the diverse needs of the communities. 
Thank you for all you do ! 
 
With Respect ,  
Jay & Diana Gazzolo 
Riverside, Ca. 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:18 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: City of Perris Letter Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps
Attachments: Perris Letter_Redistricting Maps_December 6_2021.pdf

Categories: Green category

 

From: Monica Martinez <MMartinez@cityofperris.org>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 10:03 AM 
To: Michael Vargas <mayor@cityofperris.org>; District3 <District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez 
<District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org>; yxstiang@moval.org; Van Wagenen, Jeffrey 
<JVanWagenen@RIVCO.ORG>; Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org> 
Subject: City of Perris Letter Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Good morning, 
 
On behalf of the City of Perris, please see the attached letter for your consideration.  
 
Thank you.  
 
 

Monica Martinez 
Executive Assistant 
Office of the City Manager 
(951) 943‐6100 ext. 281 
FAX (951) 943‐4246 
 

City of Perris 
101 North “D” St. 
Perris, CA 92570 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

 

CITY OF PERRIS 
Office of the City Manager 

101 NORTH “D” STREET 
PERRIS, CALIFORNIA 92570 

TEL: (951) 943-6100 

 
 
 
December 6, 2021 
 
 
 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors  
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside CA, 92501 Honorable Supervisors: 
 
Re: Supervisorial Redistricting Maps 
 
The City of Perris previously submitted a letter expressing concerns over the proposed redrawing of the Supervisorial 
District borders for the Riverside County Board of Supervisors, specifically in relation to the proposed redistricting 
map boundaries between the Cities of Perris and Moreno Valley. We appreciate and thank you for taking our concerns 
into consideration. The city would like to further express support for the latest map being considered, Draft Map 1.4. 
This map accomplishes our interest to allow for both Cities of Perris and Moreno Valley to remain within the same 
district boundaries. Additionally, we believe that this map encompasses the shared interests and goals of the 
communities proposed under District 5. 
 
The communities proposed within Draft Map 1.4 share common concerns which is important that we continue to 
work collaboratively on vital issues of shared interest critical to our socio-economic growth and quality of life. Due 
to our geographic boundaries, such as channels, freeways, thoroughfares, industrial corridors, school districts, and 
shared history, including a rich expansion of socio-economic development, it is prudent that we continue to work 
together as a unified community 
 
Draft Map 1.4 will allow Perris to continue to collaboratively work together with Moreno Valley City and the 
surrounding areas. The City of Perris appreciates this opportunity to comment on this important endeavor that will 
have lasting impacts to the future of this area.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
City Manager 
City of Perris 
 
CC: Supervisor Karen Spiegel, Chair, Riverside County – 2nd District 

Supervisor Kevin Jeffries, Riverside County – 1st District 
Supervisor Chuck Washington, Riverside County – 3rd District 
Supervisor V. Manuel Perez, Riverside County – 4th District 
Supervisor Jeff Hewitt, Vice Chair, Riverside County Supervisor – 5th District 
Mayor Michael M. Vargas, City of Perris  
Mayor Dr. Yxstian Gutierrez, City of Moreno Valley 
Jeffrey Van Wagenen, Riverside County CEO  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:19 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Community Redistrict Plan F and H

Categories: Green category

 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Carol Williams <carolinekisch@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 10:06 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Community Redistrict Plan F and H 
 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Dear Supervisor Jeffries, 
     I am sorry that you are retiring,  because I trust that you are supporting Community Redistrict Plan F and H. 
     Thank you! 
     Caroline Kisch 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:19 AM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Redistricting 

Categories: Green category

 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Julie Knighton <julie@julieknighton.com>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 10:06 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Redistricting  
 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Dear Mr. Jeffries, I am in favor of plan F for Redistricting. My second choice is plan H. These plans would keep more 
communities together. 
Thank you, Julie Knighton 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:40 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Vote on Redistricting on Tuesday

Categories: Green category

 
 

From: Kathie Westley <kwestley@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 11:09 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Vote on Redistricting on Tuesday 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Please vote for Plan F or H as they are the plans.  My hope is to stop the division in our community and both of these 
plans will give all an opportunity to have their voices heard and stop this division.  All should be able to have a voice in 
our state, county and local government.   
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Katherine Westley 
4238 Maplewood Place 
Riverside, Ca  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:40 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: redistricting

Categories: Green category

 
 

From: Pam Nelson <pamela05n@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 11:32 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 
<District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Subject: redistricting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

 Esteemed Riverside County Supervisors, 

You have a difficult job keeping up with this rapidly growing 
County, so I understand the complexity of your positions.  I hope 
you will consider community input on the topic of redistricting on 
Dec. 7th.  Community members know the lay of the land and the 
needs of their neighbors, first-hand. 

 

It is apparent that the three maps you are considering for 
redistricting are not the best choices in terms of the policy 
guidelines.  Geographically compact and serviceable Districts 
should be the end result of this effort.  Map 1.4 puts Anza and 
Aguanga in District 4.  This would be very cumbersome since 
they sit in the Sta. Margarita watershed and are on the west side 
of the mountain range.  They need to stay in District 3. Greater 
Lake Mathews area gets cut into two or three Districts in maps F 
and H. 

 

It has been suggested that Map 3.2 should be brought back to the 
table for consideration.   
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Please reconsider the map choices on Dec. 7th for the 
communities' sake. 

 

Thank you, 

Pam Nelson 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:40 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Draft Redistricting Maps Comment

Categories: Green category

 
 

From: Shea Millan <shea.meara@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 11:48 AM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG>; District2 <District2@Rivco.org>; District3 
<District3@Rivco.org>; District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez <District4@RIVCO.ORG>; District5 <District5@Rivco.org> 
Subject: Draft Redistricting Maps Comment 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Esteemed Riverside County Supervisors,  
 
I am writing to you to comment on the topic of redistricting on Doc. 7th. 
 
The three maps that are being considered for redistricting do not meet the needs of community members and are not 
the best choices in terms of policy guidelines. 
 
Map 1.4 puts Anza and Agunga in District 4 which would not be best for the community. Anza and Aguanga sit in the 
Santa Margarita watershed and are on the west side of the mountain range. Because of this, they need to remain in 
District 3. Greater Lake Matthews area gets cut into two or three Districts in maps F and H. 
 
It is recommended that Map 3.2 be brought back to the table for consideration. 
 
Please reconsider the map choices on Dec. 7th. for the communities' sake. 
 
Thank you, 
Shea Millan 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:41 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Please Vote No on Redistricting County Maps H and F & Community Map 1.4

Categories: Green category

 
 

From: George Hague <gbhague@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 5:51 PM 
To: Supervisor Jeffries ‐ 1st District <district1@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Please Vote No on Redistricting County Maps H and F & Community Map 1.4 
 
 
Good morning Supervisor Jeffries, 
 
Re: Redistricting for Supervisor Districts and impacts to Moreno Valley = please support Community Map 3.2 
 
I have lived in Moreno Valley since 1976 and cannot believe the county would vote to divide our city.  There is no reason 
to do so except perhaps to allow a potential candidate to run against Supervisor Jeff Hewitt.  I also cannot believe what 
would happen to Supervisor Washington’s District 3 in a couple of choices which would eliminate any sense of 
compactness and make it more difficult represent everyone. 
 
I am very concerned that too much of the data used is not up to date on the three maps I list for you to vote NO — 
especially in regards to the voting status of those counted. 
 
The one that makes the most sense is Community Map 3.2 which maintains Moreno Valley with a single Supervisor 
and also makes sense for Supervisor Washington’s District 3. 
 
Vote NO on Riverside County Maps H (all versions) and F and Community Map 1.4. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
George Hague 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:41 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Greene, Jeffrey
Subject: FW: Redistricting

Categories: Green category

 
 

From: Dirk Dallas <dirkdallas@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 11:38 PM 
Subject: Redistricting 
 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Hello, I would like to let my voice be heard as a resident of Lake Mathews that I would kindly like you to vote for Walsh 
map 3.2. I very much want to keep things rural the way they are. 
 
Thank you for reading and please let me know if I need to do anything else to make my voice heard. 
 
–Dirk Dallas 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 3:54 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Fw: Redistricting question 

Categories: Green category

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 3:17 PM 
To: Greene, Jeffrey <JTGreene@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Patel, Ronak <RPatel@RIVCO.ORG>; Leach, Charissa <cleach@rivco.org>; Odenbaugh, Rania 
<ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Federico, Brooke <bcfederico@rivco.org>; Bruckner, 
Scott <SBruckner@rivco.org>; Farin, Jason <JFarin@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Fwd: Redistricting question  
  
FYI  

Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Perez, Juan" <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Date: December 6, 2021 at 3:04:00 PM PST 
To: Laurie Taylor <tmcenterprises@earthlink.net> 
Subject: RE:  Redistricting question 

Hello Laurie.  It was good to see you as well. 
 
The Redistricting Item is scheduled to be back at Board tomorrow (Tuesday), for a final map 
selection.  Here is the link: 
http://riversidecountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/Detail_LegiFile.aspx?Frame=&MeetingID=2493&MediaPosit
ion=&ID=17830&CssClass= 
 
You will notice, under Attachment E, that there is an additional variation of map H (labeled H v. 7.3) that 
has been prepared by the Executive Office Technical Committee (EOTC), which seeks to address the 
comments made by the Lake Mathews community members to include more of the RAGLM area in the 
same District 2 boundary as Lake Mathews.  The area was expanded further south as much as possible, 
without getting into a very large census tract that would go close to Lake Elsinore, and also east as much 
as possible without bumping in the Mead Valley Census Designated Place (CDP).  Higher resolution maps 
can also be found in our Redistricting website. https://rivco.org/about‐county/county‐boards‐
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committees‐and‐commissions/county‐redistricting‐efforts/redistricting 
 
Thanks for your interest and participation in the Redistricting process, all the best to you. 
 
Juan 
 
Juan C. Perez 
Chief Operating Officer 
County of Riverside 
JCPerez@RIVCO.org  
951‐955‐1147 
www.rivco.org 
 
 
 
This email message, including any attachments, is intended for the sole viewing and use of the individual 
or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain confidential and privileged information, which is 
prohibited from disclosure.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, distribution, or the taking of any 
action in reliance on the information contained in this email, including attachments, is prohibited.  If you 
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or copy of this message, 
or any attachment, is strictly prohibited.  If you have received a copy of this email in error, please notify 
the sender by reply email immediately, and remove all copies of the original message, including 
attachments, from your computer. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Laurie Taylor <tmcenterprises@earthlink.net>  
Sent: Sunday, December 5, 2021 2:00 PM 
To: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Redistricting question  
 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Hello; 
 
It was good to see you at the planning commission hearing on Wednesday. 
 
I have a question for you. 
 
When are the redistricting maps that are being sent on, scheduled to come before the Board of 
Supervisors? 
 
Thank you! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Laurie Taylor 
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Sent from my iPhone 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:16 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Patel, Ronak
Subject: Fw: Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING 

COMMISSION – Redistricting maps
Attachments: FINAL Letter re Redistricting Maps 12.06.21.pdf

Categories: Green category

For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Jamie Hall <jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:14 PM 
To: COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING COMMISSION – 
Redistricting maps  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

 

Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
  

This firm represents Rural Association of Mead Valley (“RAMV” or “Association”), with regard to the 
redistricting efforts currently being undertaken by the County of Riverside (“County’). This letter is intended to 
inform the County that adoption of Map H Version 7.2 or 7.3 would violate the law. 
 
Jamie T. Hall 
Channel Law Group, LLP 
8383 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 750 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
Main Number: (310) 347-0050 
Direct: (310) 982-1760 
Fax: (323) 723‐3960 
Email:jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com 
Website: www.channellawgroup.com  
 
****CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED TRANSMISSION**** 
The information contained within this e-mail and any attached document(s) is confidential and/or privileged.  It is intended 
solely for the use of the addressee(s) named above.  Unauthorized disclosure, photocopying, distribution or use of the 
information contained herein is prohibited.  If you believe that you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender by reply transmission and delete the message without copying or disclosing it. 
  

 Please consider the environment before printing this email 
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Channel Law Group, LLP 
 
 

8383 Wilshire Blvd. 
Suite 750 

Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
 

Phone: (310) 347-0050 
Fax: (323) 723-3960 

www.channellawgroup.com 
 
JULIAN K. QUATTLEBAUM, III         Writer’s Direct Line: (310) 982-1760 
JAMIE T. HALL *              jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com 
CHARLES J. McLURKIN 
  
 
*ALSO Admitted in Texas 
 
 

December 6, 2021 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL  
 
Riverside Board of Supervisors 
Attn: Brett Dawson 
PO Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92501 
cob@rivco.org 
 

Re:  Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY 
ADVISORY REDISTRICTING COMMISSION – Redistricting maps 

 
Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
 

This firm represents Rural Association of Mead Valley (“RAMV”) and Residents 
Association of Greater Mead Valley (“RAGLM”) (collectively referred to as “Associations”) 
with regard to the redistricting efforts currently being undertaken by the County of Riverside 
(“County’). The Associations are organizations composed of individuals residing within the 
Mead Valley area and Lake Mathews area of Riverside County. RAMV’s goals include 
protecting rural Riverside County from incompatible industrial development. RAMV has 
previously written to the Advisory Redistricting Commission (“Commission”) and the County 
staff regarding the errors associated the proposed maps. This firm has also written to the County 
Board of Supervisors objecting to the proposed maps. See Exhibit A. This letter supplements the 
written and oral comments submitted by RAMV to date. This letter is intended to inform the 
County that adoption of Map H Version 7.2 or 7.3 would violate the law.  

 
The Associations support Map 3.2 because the map keeps communities of interested 

together. This proposed map contains one majority-minority district with 53.9 % and one district 
with 49.9%. This proposed map would protect rural communities that rely on Community 
services. The map contains contiguous districts with easily identifiable boundaries and meets the 
requirements for population equality. The geographic integrity of cities and communities and 
communities of interest are preserved.  The map also meets the geographic compactness test. 
Further, no tribal lands are impacted. The Associations are open to small changes to Map 3.2. 
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Map F 5.1 divides the Greater Lake Mathews area into two Supervisorial Districts. 
Divides East Hemet from Hemet, the unincorporated communities of De Luz and La Cresta and 
the City of Jurupa into two supervisorial Districts.   
 

Map 1.4 divides the Greater Lake Mathews area into two Supervisorial Districts. 
Community Map 1.4 divides a large number of other communities and cities.  The map moves 
Anza, Sage Aguanga Communities into District 4.  

 
Unfortunately, Map H Version 7.2 and 7.3 divides communities of interest. Namely, the 

map divides the Greater Lake Matthews Community of Interest between District 1, 2 and 3. The 
map also divides the Lake Matthews Reserve area between three supervisorial districts. The 
County created the revised version of Map H 7.2 and H 7.3 at the last minute that divided 
Greater Lake Matthews into three supervisorial districts without advising the community of these 
major changes to the map. 

 
There are clearly political motivations behind the adoption of Map H. This map was 

created in order to advance the political aspirations and candidacy of a staff member of 
Supervisor Jeffries – who is running to replace the Supervisor and represent District 1. This staff 
member lives in Moreno Valley and the map was created to ensure that the staff member need 
not move in order to run for District 1. Wholesale changes are being made to the District 1 
boundaries in the redistricting process to favor the political aspirations of the incumbent. 

 
The proposed map also violates Election Code Section 21500(c)(5). This section of the 

code states as follows: (5) To the extent practicable, and where it does not conflict with the 
preceding criteria in this subdivision, supervisorial districts shall be drawn to encourage 
geographical compactness in a manner that nearby areas of population are not bypassed in favor 
of more distant populations.” One example of the lack of geographic compactness is the 
inclusion of Temescal Valley within District 3 even though it clearly within the sphere of 
influence of Corona (which is in District 2). The proposed map would create a District 3 that is 
two times the size that it is now.  

 
The proposed map also violates Section 21500(c)(2). This section of the codes states: 

“(2) To the extent practicable, the geographic integrity of any local neighborhood or local 
community of interest shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division. A ‘community 
of interest’ is a population that shares common social or economic interests that should be 
included within a single supervisorial district for purposes of its effective and fair representation. 
Communities of interest do not include relationships with political parties, incumbents, or 
political candidates.” Map H divides the Greater Lake Matthews Community of Interest into 
three supervisorial districts. The has been an established community of interest for many years. 
In fact, the County has acknowledged the Community of Interest through the adoption of the 
General Plan – Lake Matthews Area Plan, Community of Interest Approved by LAFCO in 2002, 
and the Lake Matthews Community Plan approved in 1987.  Dividing Greater Lake Matthews, a 
rural unincorporated area, into three supervisorial districts would severely dilute their 
Community of Interest.  

 
Additionally, the map divides the Lake Matthews – Estelle Mountain Reserve (a 

community of interest) into three supervisorial districts.  The Lake Mathews – Estelle Mountain 
Reserve is jointly owned and managed by Metropolitan Water District and Riverside County 
Habitat Conservation Agency. The Lake Mathews area is an important bird resting and feeding 
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site, particularly in the winter months. In addition to a variety of ducks, Double-crested 
Cormorants, Western Grebe, Eared Grebe, Golden Eagles, and Bald Eagles are present during 
the winter. There are no public recreational facilities at Lake Mathews. Greater Lake Mathews 
includes vast areas of open space that must be protected. Map H will divide the Reserve land into 
three Supervisorial Districts - Districts 1, 2 and 3. It will dilute the power of those who are 
protecting this valuable open space land. 
 

Walsh Map 3.2 was submitted to the Redistricting Committee, which made changes to 
the boundaries between District 3 and 5 on Map 3.2.  These changes resulted in population and 
analysis discrepancies in Map 3.2 with Homeland shown in Map H further south than earlier 
maps created by the County Redistricting Committee.   See Exhibit B.  
 

Unfortunately, the Commission voted to reject the Walsh Maps (as well as other 
community maps) based on incorrect data analysis provided by staff. For example, staff stated 
that the Walsh Maps did not have a minority-majority in at least one Supervisorial District. This 
is simply not true. In fact, all of the Walsh Maps meet that requirement. Ms. Walsh submitted 
Table 3, which utilizes correct 2020 data to determine the minority-majority percentage of the 
voting age population.  This table demonstrate that all of the proposed districts in the Walsh 
Maps have one district over 50 percent Latino or Hispanic population of voting age. As you can 
see below, District 5 will have a voting age Latino or Hispanic population 53.9 percent. Table 3 
is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

 
The Commission erred in utilizing Table 4 because this table utilized the 2015-2019 

American Community Survey (“ACS”) information that is no longer accurate. This is because 
this survey included children listed younger than 18 when they are now currently over 18 years 
or older. Legal scholars and demographers have warned of the perils of utilizing this information 
incorrectly. According to a Research Brief entitled “Redistricting: Estimating Citizens Voting 
Age Population” published by the University of California, Berkeley Law School: 

 
"ACS does not account for aging of the population sampled, but rather reports 
individuals at the age they were when data were collected. Accordingly, a citizen who 
was 13 in 2005 when the ACS collected information about her still appears as a 13-year-
old today even though in reality she is now over 18 and of voting age" 

 
This article is attached to Exhibit A. The County’s reliance on Table 4 without adjusting 

for changes in voter eligibility will put the County in legal jeopardy.  The Voting Rights Act 
(VRA) prohibits electoral schemes that discriminate against voters on the basis of race or 
protected language minority status. This includes districts that dilute voting strength, making it 
unlikely or impossible for minority voters to have an opportunity to elect a representative of their 
choice. Vote dilution can occur when a minority population is divided between districts so it 
cannot form a majority (called “cracking”), or when it is over-concentrated into an unnecessarily 
small number of districts when it could have been a majority in more (called “packing”). A key 
question about whether a population’s voting strength is diluted is whether districts pack or crack 
minority populations, that is, whether districts could be drawn in a way that provides a more fair 
opportunity for minority voters to elect a representative of their choice. This, in turn, depends on 
population concentrations within a potential district, among other things. 

 
In 2009, a plurality of the U.S. Supreme Court found that in order to satisfy the first step 

of a vote dilution claim under the VRA—that the minority population is sufficiently large and 
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compact to constitute a majority in a single member district (also known as the first Gingles pre-
condition)—minorities must comprise at least 50% of the population of a district. Bartlett v. 
Strickland, 129 S.Ct. 1231 (2009). 

 
While the Court in that case focused on total population, several cases have held that 

when determining whether a minority group satisfies the first Gingles precondition, the proper 
reference is potential voters—that is, voting age population1 (VAP) rather than total population. 
Furthermore, some federal courts, including the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals where California is 
located as well as three other federal Courts of Appeal, have found that in order to determine 
whether a population constitutes at least 50% of a district, the proper population to consider is its 
citizen voting age population (CVAP). Romero v. City of Pomona, 883 F.2d 1418 (9th Circ. 
1989), overruled on other grounds Townsend v. Holman Consulting Corp., 914 F.2d 1136 (9th 
Circ. 1990); Reyes v. City of Farmers Branch, TX, 586 F.3d 1019 (5th Circ. 2009); Barnett v. 
City of Chicago, 141 F.3d 699 (7th Circ. 1998); Negron v. City of Miami Beach, FL, 113 F.3d 
1563 (11 Cir. 1997). CVAP refers to individuals who are age 18 or over and are US citizens. 
This means that in California and other states where courts have so held, in order to show that a 
population is sufficiently large and compact to constitute a majority in a single member district, 
its citizen voting age population—citizens aged 18 or over—must constitute at least 50% of 
CVAP of the target district. A key question for VRA compliance, then, is the determination of 
citizen voting age population proportions. Again, because the County is utilizing Table 4 without 
taking into consideration the change in the minority voting age population since the ACS was 
conducted from 2015-2019. 

 
Ms. Walsh has created an excel spreadsheet and table for Walsh Map 3.2 that show the 

exact location and population of the cities and communities within each District. Comparing this 
information with the maps and data presented by the County, it is obvious that the County’s 
information is out of date.  In fact, many communities are not included at all.  

 
The Walsh Maps meet the legal requirements required for approval. Additionally, they 

are superior because they include small communities and include them in the census data 
information for the maps. The Walsh maps ensure that communities of interest are kept intact. 
These communities include Greater Lake Matthews, Mead Valley, Mountain Communities 
(Anza, Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga), Temescal Valley, the Pass Area, (Winchester, Green 
Areas, and Homeland), and Desert Communities. Notably, Greater Lake Matthews includes the 
communities of Lake Matthews, Gavian Hills, Mockingbird Canyon, Woodcrest and El 
Sobrante. These have been communities of interest for over 20 years.  Moreover, Walsh Maps 
3.1 and 3.2 are supported by communities of interest that rely heavily on County services.  

 
 Unfortunately, staff included incorrect label placements for two communities for Walsh 
Map Version 2. Staff was alerted to these errors, but they were not corrected. These maps were 
even published in the newspaper with the same errors. These errors were prejudicial as the 
incorrect label placement led to incorrect population data. These errors included placing the 
Home Gardens label in the First District (which should have been located in the Second District). 
Additionally, the Meadowbrook is shown in the Third District (which should have been located 
in the First District).  
 

 
1 VAP refers to individuals of voting age, that is age 18 or over. 
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 Additionally, the Redistricting Committee failed to count certain areas in District 1. The 
Alta Vista Retirement Community is not shown on the proposed maps next to March Air 
Reserve Based. Further, La Cresta, De Luz and Gavilan Hills are not on the County-created maps 
or census areas. Many other communities of interests and incorporated areas are listed on the 
Walsh Maps but they aware apparently not counted in the proposed maps under consideration. 
 
 The Committee’s proposed maps are legally flawed. Rather than adopt maps that will be 
subject to legal challenge and invalidation, the County should support Walsh Map 3.2  

 
In summary, the maps that the County is poised to adopt violated the law. The County 

cannot adopt them as a result.  I may be contacted at 310-982-1760 or at 
jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com if you have any questions, comments or concerns.  
 

      Sincerely, 

                                                                              
                                                                             Jamie T. Hall 
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November 8, 2021 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL  
 
Riverside Board of Supervisors 
Attn: Brett Dawson 
PO Box 1409 
Riverside, CA 92501 
cob@rivco.org 
 

Re:  Item 19.2 Riverside County Advisory Redistricting Commission – Redistricting 
Maps  

 
Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
 

This firm represents Rural Association of Mead Valley (“RAMV” or “Association”), 
with regard to the redistricting efforts currently being undertaken by the County of Riverside 
(“County’). The Association is a non-profit corporation composed of individuals residing within 
the Mead Valley area of Riverside County. RAMV’s goals include protecting rural Riverside 
County from incompatible industrial development. RAMV has previously written to the 
Advisory Redistricting Commission and the County staff the errors associated the proposed 
maps. This letter supplements the written and oral comments submitted by RAMV to date. Ms. 
Debbie Walsh, president of Rural Association of Mead Valley submitted four community maps 
(“Walsh Maps”) to the Advisory Redistricting Commission (“Commission”). My client urges the 
County Supervisors to support Walsh Maps Version 3.1 or 3.2. 

 
The Maps put forward by staff and the Commission include significant errors.  For 

example, Home Gardens continues to be located within the First District and Meadowood in the 
3rd District. Additionally, El Cerritos continues to have an incorrect population in Version 2 of 
the map submitted by Debbie Walsh, RAMV’s President. These errors are substantial. The 
population of El Cerrito is shown on the County’s maps as having a population of 26,000 even 
though the actual population is 5,058. Mr. Juan Perez indicated at the Advisory Commission 
hearing on November 3, 2021 that all of the errors created by staff on the Walsh Maps.  
However, these maps continue to be drawn incorrectly with all of the errors identified by Ms. 
Walsh. 
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Unfortunately, the Commission voted to reject the Walsh Maps (as well as other 

community maps) based on incorrect data analysis provided by staff. For example, staff stated 
that the Walsh Maps did not have a minority-majority in at least one Supervisorial District. This 
is simply not true. In fact, all of the Walsh Maps meet that requirement. The Redistricting 
Committee created Table 3, which utilizes correct 2020 data to determine the minority-majority 
percentage of the voting age population.  This table demonstrate that all of the proposed districts 
in the Walsh Maps have one district over 50 percent Latino or Hispanic population of voting age. 
As you can see below, District 5 will have a voting age Latino or Hispanic population 53.9 
percent. Table 3 is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

 
The Commission erred in utilizing Table 4 because this table utilized the 2015-2019 

American Community Survey (“ACS”) information that is no longer accurate. This is because 
this survey included children listed younger than 18 when they are now currently over 18 years 
or older. Legal scholars and demographers have warned of the perils of utilizing this information 
incorrectly. According to a Research Brief entitled “Redistricting: Estimating Citizens Voting 
Age Population” published by the University of California, Berkeley Law School: 

 
"ACS does not account for aging of the population sampled, but rather reports 
individuals at the age they were when data were collected. Accordingly, a citizen who 
was 13 in 2005 when the ACS collected information about her still appears as a 13-year-
old today even though in reality she is now over 18 and of voting age" 

 
This article is attached as Exhibit 2. The County’s reliance on Table 4 without adjusting 

for changes in voter eligibility will put the County in legal jeopardy.  The Voting Rights Act 
(VRA) prohibits electoral schemes that discriminate against voters on the basis of race or 
protected language minority status. This includes districts that dilute voting strength, making it 
unlikely or impossible for minority voters to have an opportunity to elect a representative of their 
choice. Vote dilution can occur when a minority population is divided between districts so it 
cannot form a majority (called “cracking”), or when it is over-concentrated into an unnecessarily 
small number of districts when it could have been a majority in more (called “packing”). A key 
question about whether a population’s voting strength is diluted is whether districts pack or crack 
minority populations, that is, whether districts could be drawn in a way that provides a more fair 
opportunity for minority voters to elect a representative of their choice. This, in turn, depends on 
population concentrations within a potential district, among other things. 

 
In 2009, a plurality of the U.S. Supreme Court found that in order to satisfy the first step 

of a vote dilution claim under the VRA—that the minority population is sufficiently large and 
compact to constitute a majority in a single member district (also known as the first Gingles pre-
condition)—minorities must comprise at least 50% of the population of a district. Bartlett v. 
Strickland, 129 S.Ct. 1231 (2009). 

 
While the Court in that case focused on total population, several cases have held that 

when determining whether a minority group satisfies the first Gingles precondition, the proper 
reference is potential voters—that is, voting age population1 (VAP) rather than total population. 
Furthermore, some federal courts, including the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals where California is 
located as well as three other federal Courts of Appeal, have found that in order to determine 

 
1 VAP refers to individuals of voting age, that is age 18 or over. 
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whether a population constitutes at least 50% of a district, the proper population to consider is its 
citizen voting age population (CVAP). Romero v. City of Pomona, 883 F.2d 1418 (9th Circ. 
1989), overruled on other grounds Townsend v. Holman Consulting Corp., 914 F.2d 1136 (9th 
Circ. 1990); Reyes v. City of Farmers Branch, TX, 586 F.3d 1019 (5th Circ. 2009); Barnett v. 
City of Chicago, 141 F.3d 699 (7th Circ. 1998); Negron v. City of Miami Beach, FL, 113 F.3d 
1563 (11 Cir. 1997). CVAP refers to individuals who are age 18 or over and are US citizens. 
This means that in California and other states where courts have so held, in order to show that a 
population is sufficiently large and compact to constitute a majority in a single member district, 
its citizen voting age population—citizens aged 18 or over—must constitute at least 50% of 
CVAP of the target district. A key question for VRA compliance, then, is the determination of 
citizen voting age population proportions. Again, because the County is utilizing Table 4 without 
taking into consideration the change in the minority voting age population since the ACS was 
conducted from 2015-2019. 

 
Ms. Walsh has created an excel spreadsheet and table for Walsh Maps 4 and 5 that show 

the exact location and population of the cities and communities within each District. Comparing 
this information with the maps and data presented by the County, it is obvious that the County’s 
information is out of date.  In fact, many communities are not included at all.  

 
The Walsh Maps meet the legal requirements required for approval. Additionally, they 

are superior because they include small communities and include them in the census data 
information for the maps. The Walsh maps ensure that communities of interest are kept intact. 
These communities include Greater Lake Matthews, Mead Valley, Mountain Communities 
(Anza, Sage, Lake Riverside, Aguanga), Temescal Valley, the Pass Area, (Winchester, Green 
Areas, and Homeland), and Desert Communities. Notably, Greater Lake Matthews includes the 
communities of Lake Matthews, Gavian Hills, Mockingbird Canyon, Woodcrest and El 
Sobrante. These have been communities of interest for over 20 years.  Moreover, Walsh Maps 
3.1 and 3.2 are supported by communities of interest that rely heavily on County services.  

 
 Unfortunately, staff included incorrect label placements for two communities for Walsh 
Map Version 2. Staff was alerted to these errors, but they were not corrected. These maps were 
even published in the newspaper with the same errors. These errors were prejudicial as the 
incorrect label placement led to incorrect population data. These errors included placing the 
Home Gardens label in the First District (which should have been located in the Second District). 
Additionally, the Meadowbrook is shown in the Third District (which should have been located 
in the First District).  
 
 Additionally, the Redistricting Committee failed to count certain areas in District 1. The 
Alta Vista Retirement Community is not shown on the proposed maps next to March Air 
Reserve Based. Further, La Cresta, De Luz and Gavilan Hills are not on the County-created maps 
or census areas. Many other communities of interests and incorporated areas are listed on the 
Walsh Maps but they aware apparently not counted in the proposed maps under consideration. 
The Redistricting Committee and Planning Commission erred in removing Walsh Maps 3.0, 3.2 
and 3.2 from the list of redistricting maps set for approval before you today.  
 
 In sum, the Committee’s proposed maps are legally flawed. Rather than adopt maps that 
will be subject to legal challenge and invalidation, the County should support Walsh Maps 3.1 or 
3.2  
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I may be contacted at 310-982-1760 or at jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com if you have 

any questions, comments or concerns.  
 

      Sincerely, 

                                                                              
                                                                             Jamie T. Hall 
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RedistRicting:  
Estimating CitizEn Voting agE PoPulation

i. University of Illinois, Institute of Government & Public 
Affairs, Departments of Sociology and Latina/o Studies

ii. University of California, Berkeley School of Law

iii. Department of Sociology & Crime, Law and Justice, The 
Pennsylvania State University

iv. President, Community and Local Neighborhood Research,  
Sacramento and Modesto, California

v. Co-Director, Voting Rights Project, Lawyers Committee for 
Civil Rights Under Law, Washington, DC

1. Language minority groups protected by the VRA are Asian, 
Alaska Native, Native American and Spanish heritage.

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

The VoTing RighTs AcT And dATA 
RequiRemenTs foR RedisTRicTing 

The Voting Rights Act (VRA) prohibits elec-

toral schemes that discriminate against voters 

on the basis of race or protected language 

minority status.1 This includes districts that 

dilute voting strength, making it unlikely or 

impossible for minority voters to have an oppor-

tunity to elect a representative of their choice. 

Vote dilution can occur when a minority popu-

lation is divided between districts so it cannot 

form a majority (called “cracking”), or when 

it is over-concentrated into an unnecessarily 

small number of districts when it could have 

been a majority in more (called “packing”).  

A key question about whether a population’s 

voting strength is diluted is whether districts 

pack or crack minority populations, that is, 

whether districts could be drawn in a way that 

provides a more fair opportunity for minority 

voters to elect a representative of their choice. 

This, in turn, depends on population con-

centrations within a potential district, among 

other things.  

In 2009, a plurality of the U.S. Supreme 

Court found that in order to satisfy the first step 

of a vote dilution claim under the VRA—that 

the minority population is sufficiently large 

and compact to constitute a majority in a single 

member district (also known as the first Gingles 

pre-condition)—minorities must comprise at 

least 50% of the population of a district.2 

When determining how to draw electoral districts 

in a way that complies with the Voting Rights Act, 

many jurisdictions will need to consider propor-

tions of citizen voting age population (CVAP).  

While the US Decennial Census captures basic 

demographic information about all individuals 

in the United States, it doesn’t inquire into citi-

zenship status. As such, line drawing officials 

will need to estimate CVAP through other means.  

This research brief explains Census Bureau data 

sources, including the American Community 

Survey, which estimates CVAP, but has some 

limitations for redistricting use. The brief then 

explains a method to use ACS and Census data 

in conjunction to develop more accurate CVAP 

estimates that are better for redistricting uses than 

ACS estimates alone. 

Jorge Chapa, PhDi, ana Henderson, JDii, aggie Jooyoon noah, maiii,  
Werner schinkiv, Robert Kengle, JDv
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3. VAP refers to individuals of voting age, that is age 18 or over.

4. Romero v. City of Pomona, 883 F.2d 1418 (9th Circ. 1989), overruled on other 
grounds Townsend v. Holman Consulting Corp., 914 F.2d 1136 (9th Circ. 1990); 
Reyes v. City of Farmers Branch, TX, 586 F.3d 1019 (5th Circ. 2009); Barnett v. City 
of Chicago, 141 F.3d 699 (7th Circ. 1998); Negron v. City of Miami Beach, FL, 113 
F.3d 1563 (11 Cir. 1997). CVAP refers to individuals who are age 18 or over and 
are US citizens.

5. In previous redistricting cycles, jurisdictions generally did not have access 
to Census Bureau CVAP data when drawing lines for reapportionment pur-
poses because citizenship data from the Census Long Form were released 
after district lines were drawn. The CVAP issue emerged in Voting Rights Act 
cases challenging at-large elections and/or districting plans alleged to dilute 
minority voting strength, brought after Long Form data, including CVAP, were 
released. For many jurisdictions, 2011 will be the first time lines are drawn with 
any Census Bureau CVAP data in hand.

While the Court in that case focused on total population, 

several cases have held that when determining whether 

a minority group satisfies the first Gingles precondition, 

the proper reference is potential voters—that is, voting 

age population3 (VAP) rather than total population.  

Furthermore, some federal courts, including the 9th 

Circuit Court of Appeals where California is located as 

well as three other federal Courts of Appeal, have found 

that in order to determine whether a population consti-

tutes at least 50% of a district, the proper population to 

consider is its citizen voting age population (CVAP).4 This 

means that in California and other states where courts 

have so held, in order to show that a population is suf-

ficiently large and compact to constitute a majority in a 

single member district, its citizen voting age population—

citizens aged 18 or over—must constitute at least 50% 

of CVAP of the target district. A key question for VRA  

compliance, then, is the determination of citizen voting 

age population proportions.

1. determining citizen Voting Age Population 
from census Bureau data:

A. census Bureau data sources:
Every ten years, the United States must conduct a Census 

of the population to count all individuals living here. 

This Decennial Census forms the basis of reapportion-

ment (redistribution of US House of Representative seats 

among the states based on population) and provides some 

basic data for redistricting and other governmental uses. 

The Census, executed by the Census Bureau, collects basic 

demographic information—place of residence, age, gen-

der, race, Latino ethnicity, and household relationships 

—and is sometimes referred to as a 100% count because 

it tries to collect this information about every individual in 

the United States.  Census data can produce counts of total 

population and voting age population, as well as measures 

of total and voting age population for various racial groups 

and Latinos. In the redistricting context, these population 

data are often referred to as “PL data” or “PL 94-171 data” 

in reference to the federal law that requires the Census 

Bureau to provide them to the states for use in redistrict-

ing. The Census does not inquire into citizenship status, 

but some other Census Bureau surveys do.

In Voting Rights Act litigation about electoral dis-

tricts in which case law regarding citizenship measurement 

requirements developed,5 CVAP figures were often esti-

mated through analysis of sample data collected through 

the Decennial Census Long Form questionaire. Several of 

the Censuses conducted in the twentieth century, includ-

ing the 2000 Census, consisted of a “short form,” with the 

basic questions listed above, and a “Long Form,” which 

included the basic short form questions as well as addi-

tional questions on a variety of subjects, such as citizenship, 

ancestry, educational attainment, income, and even the 

kind of plumbing facilities (e.g., indoor or outdoor) 

household members used. The Long Form was intended 

some federal case law requires 

that a minority population must 

constitute 50% or more of the citizen 

voting age population of a potential 

district in order to qualify for Voting 

Rights act protection.
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to collect data from a sample of about one-sixth of the 

nation’s households. Unlike the 100% count Census data, 

the sample-based Long Form data generated estimates of 

population characteristics and contained margins of error 

that were sometimes substantial, particularly at small units 

of geography such as Census tracts or block groups.6

As the result of an extensive redesign, the 2010 Census 

included only a 100% count short form and no Long Form 

questionaire. A new annual Census Bureau survey—the 

American Community Survey (ACS)—has been instituted 

to replace the Census Long Form.7 The ACS is a nation-

wide, continuous survey designed to provide up-to-date 

and reliable demographic, housing, social, and economic 

data every year.

The ACS is administered to 250,000 households each 

month for a total of three million a year. While estimates 

derived from this sample are very reliable for large geo-

graphic areas, such as states and most counties, they are 

less reliable for small areas where fewer responses are 

collected. The ACS sampling procedures are designed to 

produce reliable annual estimates of population character-

istics for counties, cities, and other areas with populations 

of 65,000 or more. For towns and places with populations 

smaller than this threshold, the ACS sample is designed to 

permit several years of data to be pooled together (aggre-

gated) to create multi-year estimates for smaller units of 

geography. The ACS sampling procedure was designed 

so that survey responses cumulated over three successive 

years would suffice to estimate the population characteris-

tics of places with populations between 20,000 and 65,000.  

Similarly, data collected over five years can be aggregated 

to produce estimates for all census geographic levels down 

to block groups, the smallest geographic area for which 

ACS data are available and for which Long Form data were 

previously tabulated.8

The ACS has several advantages over the decennial 

Census Long Form method of measuring population char-

acteristics.  First, the ACS delivers updated data every year 

rather than every 10 years.  Federal, state, and local govern-

ments rely on demographic, housing, social, and economic 

data in their budgeting and planning processes.  Also, many 

governmental funds are annually distributed on the basis 

of these demographic and economic characteristics. ACS 

data allow the allocation of these funds based on recent 

data rather than data that could be up to 10 years old.

Moreover, ACS data is collected by a permanent, 

highly trained, and experienced staff.  In contrast, most 

of the staff for the decennial Census is typically inexperi-

enced part-time short-term employees with only a few days 

of training. ACS staff had a better response rate overall and 

collected more respondent-completed questionnaires than 

did the 2000 decennial Census staff.9 However, as we will 

see, in the context of redistricting, ACS data have some 

weaknesses that must be addressed to obtain a more reli-

able and useful measure of CVAP.

…in the context of redistricting, 

aCs data have some weaknesses that 

must be addressed to obtain a more 

reliable and useful measure of CVaP.

6. Summary File 3: 2000 Census of Population and Housing—Technical Doc-
umentation—Chapter 8: Accuracy of the Data 8-18, 8-19 (issued: July 2007), 
available at http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/doc/sf3.pdf#page=933. 
Note that the Census Bureau did not publish margins of error along with Long 
Form estimates, but did provide information to allow independent develop-
ment of such measures.

7. U.S. Census Bureau, A Compass for Understanding and Using American Commu-
nity Survey Data: What General Data Users Need to Know, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington, DC, p. 1 (2008).

8. Id. at 3. In addition to geography like states, counties, and places, the Census 
Bureau also releases data at smaller levels of geography that have no inde-
pendent meaning. These include, in descending order of size, Census Tracts, 
Census Block Groups, and Census Blocks.

9. Id. at 8.
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B. census data and Acs data in the context  
of Redistricting:

The Census is designed to count and provide an enumera-

tion of the entire population of the United States.  It collects 

information about all individuals in the United States on 

April 1 of each year ending in 0, most recently on April 

1, 2010. Although in reality it may not capture informa-

tion about each individual and some populations, such as 

homeless individuals, are more likely to be undercounted 

than others, overall the Census provides a good count of 

the population. Census data, therefore, are not estimates 

based on a sample of the population, but actual counts.  In 

addition, due to the large numbers involved in the Census, 

reliable data are released at all levels of geography down 

to the Census block level—the smallest geographical unit 

for which the Census Bureau reports data. Because of their 

high reliability and their availability at the smallest units 

of geography that are often used in constructing districts, 

Census (PL 94-171) data are the best data for redistricting.   

In contrast, the ACS does not collect, nor is it intended 

to provide, a count or enumeration of the population. The 

ACS is intended to provide information about the distribu-

tion of characteristics in a population, such as educational 

attainment or number of rooms in one’s home. Because it 

is based on a sample of the population, rather than a total 

count, the ACS provides population estimates, which are 

subject to sampling error. Although the ACS reports data 

as an estimated number of individuals in a given area that 

display particular characteristics (often called a point esti-

mate), this number is not the same as a number reporting 

Census-based counts. Rather, it is an estimate of the popu-

lation, which is provided along with an estimate of margin 

of error (MOE). The point estimates and MOEs are pro-

vided at the 90% confidence level. This means that if the 

same questions were asked 100 times of a random sample 

of individuals in the same area, in 90 of those 100 times, 

the answer would fall within the range of the point estimate 

plus or minus the margin of error. For example, if the pop-

ulation in a county that does not have indoor plumbing is 

estimated to be 100 individuals, with a margin of error of 

±23, this means that 90 times out of 100 that a random sam-

ple of people in the county is asked about plumbing, the 

population of outhouse users will be between 73 and 123 

people. The ACS data reported about citizenship and age, 

from which CVAP numbers are derived, are an estimate of 

citizen population aged 18 or over in different geographic 

areas, each with its own margin of error.

In addition, in February 2011, the Census Bureau 

released a dataset containing CVAP figures for various racial 

groups and Latinos at the behest of the US Department of 

Justice; this dataset is commonly referred to as the DOJ 

Special Tabulation. The Census Bureau used ACS data 

to perform the DOJ Special Tabulation, which provides 

CVAP point estimates by race and Latino status at various 

levels of geography, down to the Census Block Group in 

many areas. As Table 1 demonstrates, the racial categories 

in the DOJ Special Tabulation do not match exactly with 

those in the publicly available ACS data. Notably, the DOJ 

Special Tabulation provides racial group estimates that do 

not include Latinos, while the ACS data provide non-His-

panic data only for whites; the DOJ data provide estimates 

for certain combinations of racial groups, while the ACS 

provides data only for individual racial groups alone or 

for “two or more races;” and the ACS provides estimates 

of individuals reporting “some other race,” while the DOJ 

Special Tabulation reassigned non-Latino “some other 

race” respondents to a racial background using a non-pub-

lic methodology.

the aCs does not account for aging 
of the population sampled, but rather 
reports individuals at the age they 
were when data were collected.  
accordingly, a citizen who was 13 
in 2005 when the aCs collected 
information about her still appears 
as a 13-year-old today even though 
in reality she is now over 18 and of 
voting age.
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c. challenges in using Acs data for Redistricting:  
the need for a methodology to improve usability  
and Accuracy

As noted above, several courts have required that districts 

have 50% or greater minority CVAP population in order to 

make a preliminary showing of VRA protection.  Since the 

Census does not collect citizenship data, the ACS is a use-

ful source of information.  Unfortunately, the ACS’s design 

presents some challenges for redistricting that should be 

addressed to ensure that CVAP estimates are as accurate 

and reliable as possible

First, as Table 2 indicates, ACS data are not publicly 

available at the smallest units of geography that line draw-

ers usually use in redistricting. Redistricting often entails 

putting small geographical units such as Census Tracts, 

Block Groups, or Blocks together to form districts. Census 

data are available and reliable at all these levels, includ-

ing the Census Block, which is particularly important when 

attempting to draw districts populations as equal as possi-

ble.10 However, ACS data are never reported at the Census 

Block level, and are reported at the Block Group and Tract 

level only by aggregating five years of ACS responses.

Second, ACS data are often less reliable for smaller 

geographical units than they are for larger units of geogra-

phy. This is because the samples drawn from smaller units 

of geography are smaller than those of larger units, and as 

a general rule of thumb in statistics, small samples tend to 

generate larger margins of error than large samples. Even 

with aggregated data, block group estimates sometimes 

table 1  |  Racial categories Reported in acs and dOJ tabulations

dOJ Racial categories acs Racial categories

Total Total

Not Hispanic or Latino Not Hispanic or Latino

American Indian or Alaska Native Alone (non-Latino) American Indian or Alaska Native Alone (including Latinos)

Asian Alone (non-Latino) Asian Alone (including Latinos)

Black or African American Alone (non-Latino) Black or African American Alone (including Latinos)

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander Alone (non-Latino)
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander Alone  
(including Latinos)

White Alone (non-Latino)
White Alone (including Latinos)

White Alone (non-Latino)

Not Applicable Some Other Race (including Latinos)

American Indian or Alaska Native and White (non-Latino)

Two or More Races (including Latinos)

Asian and White (non-Latino)

Black or African American and White (non-Latino)

American Indian or Alaska Native and Black or African Am  
(non-Latino)

Reminder of Two or More Race Responses (non-Latino)

Hispanic or Latino Hispanic or Latino

table 2  |  smallest geographical Unit  
                      with data Reported

dOJ acs (5 year sample)

VAP County Tract

CVAP Block Group Tract

10. For example, US House of Representatives districts are generally drawn so 
that district populations within a state vary by only one person.  Complying with 
this level of detail often requires the utilization of Census blocks to equalize 
populations.
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contain large margins of error. Moreover, ACS and DOJ 

CVAP estimates for block groups come from smaller sam-

ples than CVAP block group estimates previously calculated 

using the Census Long Form data because the Long Form 

data sample equaled approximately 16% of a block group, 

compared to 11% for five-year ACS data.11 Therefore the 

2010 CVAP estimates at the block group level likely have 

larger MOEs than did the 2000 estimates.

Third, in some cases where the population samples 

are very small, the Census Bureau may suppress the data 

and not release them at all, in order to protect individual 

privacy interests. Data suppression can make Block Groups 

look like they have no population when they may in fact 

contain population. In some areas, the number of voting 

age citizens of various racial/ethnic groups may be smaller 

than the suppression threshold, leading to an underesti-

mate of CVAP due to suppressed data.

Finally, since the ACS estimates available at smaller 

geographic units are based on data collected over a five-year 

period, they likely underestimate the CVAP population in 

some areas today (or on April 1, 2010 when Census data 

were collected) because the Census Bureau takes no steps 

to “update” old ACS data. Most notably, the ACS does not 

account for aging of the population sampled, but rather 

reports individuals at the age they were when data were 

collected. Accordingly, a citizen who was 13 in 2005 when 

the ACS collected information about her still appears as a 

13-year-old today even though in reality she is now over 18 

and of voting age. Table 3 shows how five-year ACS data 

and DOJ Special Tabulation estimates of voting age popu-

lation differ from the actual counts in the 2010 Census PL 

data in California.

The failure to address aging has a particularly strong 

impact on the CVAP rates of racial/ethnic groups that 

have higher rates of citizenship among children than 

adults, such as Latinos and Asian Americans. Table 4 

shows CVAP estimates from the 2000 Long Form, the DOJ 

Special Tabulation, and one-year ACS estimates collected 

each year between 2005 and 2009 for the United States 

and California. As noted above, the ACS is designed so 

that one-year estimates are valid and reliable for areas with 

population greater than 65,000, so the very large samples 

for the nation and the entire state of California should 

render highly reliable results. The one-year ACS estimates 

show growth in CVAP each year. Analysis of the one-year 

ACS trends as well as comparison with the DOJ five-year-

estimates reveals some troubling issues for redistricting 

purposes.

First, the DOJ Special Tabulation CVAP estimates are 

lower than the most recent (2009) one-year ACS estimates. 

For example, the 2009 CVAP estimate for California is 3% 

(660,935 people) greater than the DOJ Special Tabulation 

CVAP estimate. The disparity is even more pronounced 

for Latino and Asian American populations. In California, 

the DOJ Special Tabulation estimate for Latino CVAP is 

8.6% less than that of the 2009 ACS, and the Asian CVAP 

estimate is 7% less.12 Relying on five-year aggregated data 

alone for redistricting would underestimate Latino and 

Asian American citizen voting age populations.

Second, examination of the annual ACS CVAP esti-

mate percentages for different groups in Table 3 shows 

that the racial composition of total citizen voting age pop-

ulation is changing. Most striking, annual ACS estimates 

indicate that the Latino proportion of citizen voting age 

population is increasing, while the non-Hispanic white 

11.  National Research Council, Using the American Community Survey: Benefits 
and Challenges. The National Academies Press, Washington, DC, at Table 2-3a 
(2007).

12. Note that the DOJ Special Tabulation estimate for Native Americans  
in California is 47.4% less than the 2009 ACS estimate. Interestingly, the DOJ 
Special Tabulation estimate is also significantly less than the 2000 Census 
count for this population.

table 3  | select california Voting age Population  
                      Reports from three census datasets

acs 
(2005-2009)
estimate

dOJ special 
tabulation 
estimate

2010 census 
count

Latino
8,490,040 
(31.6%)

8,490,040 
(31.6%)

9,257,499 
(33.1%)

Asian 
Alone

3,516,607 
(13.1%)

3,503,460 
(13%)

3,809,082 
(13.6%)

Non-
Hispanic 
White

12,577,310 
(46.8%)

12,646,350 
(47.1%)

12,409,858 
(44.4%)

note: The 2010 and DOJ Asian figures do not include Hispanic Asian 
Americans, while the ACS figures do.  Also, including the Asian + white 
category would add 117,210 to the DOJ Asian cateogory
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table 4  |  cVaP estimates by Race and latino status for the United states and california

citizen VOting age POPUlatiOn (cVaP): United states

total latino asian american non-Hispanic White black
american indian/
alaska native

2000 Census 
Long Form

193,376,975

100%

14,300,581

7.4%

4,696,448

2.4%

147,768,945

76.4%

22,614,559

11.7%

1,557,130

0.8%

DOJ  Special 
Tabulation

208,196,325

100%

18,512,565 

8.9%

6,730,455

3.2%

153,938,560

73.9%

24,962,205

12.0%

1,451,430

0.7%

2005  ACS
197,004,322

100%

16,896,498

8.6%

6,309,701

3.2%

147,254,400

74.7%

22,892,954

11.6%

1,603,981

0.8%

2006  ACS
206,287,902

100%

17,891,634

8.7%

6,701,987

3.2%

153,015,764

74.2%

24,757,732

12.0%

1,607,600

0.8%

2007  ACS
208,186,178

100%

18,427,267

8.9%

6,828,445

3.3%

153,734,679

73.8%

25,132,367

12.1%

1,622,077

0.8%

2008  ACS
210,710,906

100%

19,401,013

9.2%

6,970,157

3.3%

154,598,294

73.4%

25,633,395

12.2%

1,644,200

0.8%

2009  ACS
213,020,665

100%

20,101,592

9.4%

7,202,612

3.4%

155,322,801

72.9%

26,139,525

12.3%

1,643,644

0.8%

citizen VOting age POPUlatiOn (cVaP): califORnia

total latino asian american non-Hispanic White black
american indian/
alaska native

2000 Census 
Long Form

20,011,574

100%

3,888,220

19.4%

1,850,180

9.2%

12,085,427

60.4%

1,495,075

7.5%

187,604

0.9%

DOJ  Special 
Tabulation

21,942,930

100%

5,117,250

23.3%

2,515,395

11.5%

12,164,955

55.4%

1,563,045

7.1%

130,400

0.6%

2005  ACS
20,736,632

100%

4,675,574

22.5%

2,391,672

11.5%

11,698,453

56.4%

1,437,534

6.9%

174,480

0.8%

2006  ACS
21,846,683

100%

4,989,806

22.8%

2,509,868

11.5%

12,183,038

55.8%

1,561,271

7.1%

185,918

0.9%

2007  ACS
22,042,254

100%

5,089,309

23.1%

2,554,657

11.6%

12,202,749

55.4%

1,589,309

7.2%

189,253

0.9%

2008  ACS
22,417,194

100%

5,396,279

24.1%

2,617,919

11.7%

12,185,021

54.4%

1,608,369

7.2%

207,541

0.9%

2009  ACS
22,603,863

100%

5,558,160

24.6%

2,692,708

11.9%

12,107,216

53.6%

1,607,039

7.1%

192,170

0.9%

U
n

it
e

d
 s

t
a

t
e

s
c

a
l

if
O

R
n

ia



   S eptemb er 2 011     |      R e d i s t R i c t i n g : e s t i m at i n g c i t i z e n V o t i n g a g e P o P u l at i o n8

share is decreasing, nationally and to a greater degree 

in California. Accordingly, the five-year aggregated data 

used for the DOJ Special Tabulation overestimate the  

percentage of non-Hispanic whites and under-estimate  

the percentage of other groups, especially Latinos, citizen 

voting age population.

Differences between five-year aggregated data and the 

most recent 1-year ACS data are explained in large part 

by the failure to account for age changes, noted above. 

The failure to “age up” teenage citizens results in five-year 

aggregated ACS data underestimating Latino and Asian 

CVAP, in particular.13 Accordingly, ACS estimates, particu-

larly five-year aggregated data at the block group or tract 

levels, are best considered a conservative estimate of citi-

zenship rates and CVAP. The actual rates are likely higher 

due to the natural aging of the population, the higher rate 

of citizenship among Latino and Asian children as opposed 

to adults, and the low mortality rate among teenagers ver-

sus older individuals.

The DOJ Special Tabulation has two additional chal-

lenges to note. First, as noted above, the Census Bureau 

reattributed the racial identity of non-Latino individuals 

who reported their race as “Some Other Race.” While 

most “Some Other Race” respondents are Latino14 and 

therefore remained allocated in the Latino category in 

the DOJ Special Tabulation, a small number of “Some 

Other Race” respondents who are not Latino have been 

attributed to other racial groups, e.g., non-Latino white, 

non-Latino black, etc. Unfortunately, this process cannot 

be reproduced because the Census Bureau used non-public 

information to perform the attribution. Second, due to pri-

vacy concerns, estimates of voting age population (VAP) at 

geographic units smaller than the county level, i.e., Census 

tracts and block groups, were suppressed. Therefore, there 

is no way to compare VAP and CVAP at the Census Block 

Group using DOJ Special Tabulation data; the smallest 

geographical unit for which a CVAP to VAP comparison is 

possible is the County level, as seen in Table 2.

That said, the DOJ Special Tabulation may be a better 

source of redistricting data in the VRA context than ACS 

data due to the racial information it provides. Aggregated 

ACS data are not readily available in some of the racial 

groupings of interest in some VRA-related redistricting 

issues. Federal directives call for the grouping of racial 

categories in particular ways in civil rights enforcement 

contexts, so in redistricting dealing with Asian Americans,15  

for example, the proper population would include both 

individuals reporting Asian race alone as well as those 

reporting Asian and white background. The DOJ Special 

Tabulation provides CVAP estimates for both “Asian 

alone” (non-Hispanics reporting Asian racial background 

alone) as well as “Asian and white” (non-Hispanics report-

ing Asian and white racial background) categories that can 

be combined to derive an Asian American estimate, but the 

ACS aggregated estimates do not.16

Finally, ACS data and the DOJ Special Tabulation of 

those data pose a challenge for redistricting because they 

are reported using different geographical units than 2010 

Census (PL 94-171) data. The Census geography used to 

report data (Tracts, Block Groups, Blocks) can change 

between Censuses. As a result, data from the same physical 

13. Nevertheless, these data will likely have to be used because although the 
2009 one-year ACS data provide a more up-to-date and accurate estimate 
of CVAP, they are not reported at units of geography that are useful in most 
redistricting.

14. For example, according to 2010 Census PL data for California, only 85,587 
of California’s 6,317,372 “some other race” respondents were not Latino.  See PL 
94-171 Summary File.

15. OMB BULLETIN NO. 00-02 - Guidance on Aggregation and Allocation of 
Data on Race for Use in Civil Rights Monitoring and Enforcement, available at 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/bulletins_b00-02

16. See Table 1 

aCs estimates, particularly five-year 

aggregated data at the block group 

or tract levels, are best considered 

a conservative estimate of citizenship 

rates and CVaP. the actual rates are 

likely higher...
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address could be reported in one Census Tract in 2000 

and a different Tract in 2010.  Unfortunately, ACS data are 

reported using 2000 Census Geography, while Census (PL 

94-171) data are reported using 2010 Census geography. 

For redistricting in 2011, line drawers will use 2010 Census 

geography, rendering ACS and DOJ data reported on 2000 

Census geography inaccurate when geographies conflict. 

Where the 2000 and 2010 Census geographies are differ-

ent, additional steps are needed to bring the ACS data into 

2010 Census geography.

2. method to Address Acs-based cVAP 
estimate challenges:

Because of the issues identified above, ACS data reports, as 

well as tabulations based on them such as the DOJ Special 

Tabulation, should undergo additional analysis in order to 

be more useful for redistricting. What follows is a method 

to use publicly available Census data and ACS data in con-

junction to develop a reliable, albeit conservative, estimate 

of CVAP for various population groups at the smallest level 

of geography for which the data are available.

Since several aspects of a population can change in the 

period over which ACS data were collected (2005-2009) 

and the time the Census enumeration occurs in 2010, we 

argue that the best use of ACS data is to establish a ratio or 

rate of citizenship. This citizenship ratio is applied to 2010 

Census data to produce estimated CVAP populations using 

the most up-to-date data that is reliable at small geographi-

cal units. This method produces a conservative estimate of 

CVAP populations since the ratio does not directly correct 

for the age issues mentioned above that affect the accuracy 

of CVAP data. Accordingly, a determination of 50% CVAP 

estimated under this method should be sufficient to satisfy 

the first Gingles precondition that a minority group is suf-

ficiently large and compact to constitute a majority in a 

single member district.17

This method has several benefits as well. First, using 

ACS data to develop a fraction or ratio of citizenship is 

a more appropriate use of ACS data than using its point 

estimates as if they were absolute counts. ACS data are best 

used as descriptors of the population rather than a tally or 

count. Using these data to determine rates of voting age 

citizenship for various racial/ethnic groups is a proper use 

of ACS data. Other options, such as using 1-year ACS data 

to make group-specific corrections to five-year ACS data, 

while demographically sound, are not a use for ACS data 

of which the Census Bureau approves.

Second, by applying the CVAP ratio or fraction to 

2010 Census data, we address some of the shortcomings 

of ACS aggregated data and produce a more reliable point 

estimate. The citizenship rate established with ACS data is 

applied to 2010 Census voting age population figures to 

derive an estimate of 2010 citizen voting age population.  

This provides a partial update of aggregated ACS data by 

using the most recent and complete VAP data from the 

2010 Census.

17. In fact, due to the underestimate of Latino and Asian American communi-
ties in particular, a five-year aggregated ACS-based CVAP estimate of less than 
50% could very well still represent an actual CVAP population over 50%.  When 
considering districts dealing with these populations, line drawers and courts 
should carefully consider where to place the threshold to avoid disenfranchis-
ing Latino and Asian American voters due to data problems.

aCs data reports, as well as 
tabulations based on them such 
as the DoJ special tabulation, 
should undergo additional analysis 
in order to be more useful for 
redistricting.
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Finally, this method does not produce any systematic bias 

that might advantage or disadvantage a particular group.18 

The method uses Census Bureau data for all groups in 

the same manner. Unlike a group-specific “correction” to 

ACS data, our method should be used to produce 2010 

CVAP estimates for all racial groups.  Since any bias in the 

method would therefore affect all groups, this method 

does not systematically advantage or disadvantage any  

one group.

In what follows, we outline two different methods 

for estimating CVAP through a combination of ACS and 

Census PL data. The first applies in areas with reason-

ably homogenous CVAP rates within racial groups and/or 

when an entire county is contained within a district.  This 

method uses county-level data. The second is a method to 

develop more fine-grained analysis of CVAP, where CVAP 

rates are not homogenous within racial groups19 and/or 

when a jurisdiction wants a smaller unit of analysis, such 

as a city drawing districts. For both methods, we recom-

mend analyzing the CVAP proportion of each racial/

ethnic group present in a potential district. That is, CVAP 

estimates should be generated for all racial/ethnic groups 

at issue and not just Latinos or Asian Americans.20

A. county-based method

Although preliminary analyses conducted for this paper 

showed variance in Census tract CVAP rates for all racial 

groups, in many counties these rates may be relatively 

homogeneous. In addition, if an entire county is included 

within the same district, sub-county variations in citizen-

ship rates will not matter.  In these cases, jurisdictions can 

use DOJ Special Tabulation data to develop a county-wide 

CVAP rate for each racial group that can then be applied 

to Census PL 94-171 population counts to calculate 2010 

CVAP estimates for each block. Since there were very few 

changes in county boundaries between 2000 and 2010, 

county-level CVAP ratios can be applied to every block 

reported for that county in 2010 PL tabulations.

This approach is much easier than the tract-level 

analysis described below. Also, by using county data to cal-

culate the CVAP fraction, we minimize the margin of error 

issues that arise for smaller units of geography, since ACS 

18. In fact, due to the underlying underestimate of Latino and Asian American 
CVAP in ACS data, this method, although an improvement, likely is still biased 
against these groups.

19. We have analyzed CVAP rates for all racial groups in many different parts of 
the U.S. and found that these rates can vary greatly, even within racial groups. 
For example, analyses of a national sample of ACS data not presented in this 
paper show that almost all Latinos who identify as Puerto Rican are U.S. citizens 
compared to 60% of those reporting Mexican origin. There are also significant 
variations between Asian national origin groups. For example, about 55% of 

the Asian Indians are citizens compared to 79% of Vietnamese.  We can expect 
similar differences between native-born African Americans and African immi-
grants as well as non-Hispanic whites and white immigrants

20. The state of Texas recently took the opposite approach, calculating a CVAP 
estimate only for Latinos while assuming that citizenship rates were uniform 
for all other groups, e.g., blacks, Asians, non-Hispanic whites, etc. See email 
from David R. Hanna, Senior Legislative Counsel, Texas Legislative Council 
sent on April 13, 2011 (on file with authors).

although the Census is a 100% count of the population, providing 
an enumeration of certain population characteristics down to the 
smallest units of Census geography, the american Community survey, 
which reports citizenship data, provides only estimates of population 
characteristics based on population samples is and not available and/
or accurate for all groups, particularly at small units of geography.
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and DOJ CVAP estimates are more reliable at the county 

level due to the larger samples sizes. Finally, the county-

level approach allows the utilization of the DOJ Special 

Tabulation data set. If a jurisdiction must consider the 

representation of racial groups that are available from the 

DOJ Special Tabulation but not the ACS, such as “African 

American and white” or “Asian and white,” this method 

produces block-level CVAP estimates for these groups. 

When these considerations apply, we propose the follow-

ing steps:

1.  Produce a County CVAP Ratio for Each Racial Group 
at Issue:  

 First, use data about citizenship and age to determine a 

ratio or fraction of CVAP for each racial/ethnic group.  

This means dividing the CVAP for a particular group 

by the VAP for that group. Here we use DOJ Special 

Tabulation data at the county level21:

 doJ cVAP / doJ VAP = cVAP Ratio

2.  Produce County 2010 CVAP Numeric Estimate:

 After confirming that 2000 and 2010 county boundaries 

are closely comparable, apply the County CVAP Ratio 

for each group to its voting age population in the 2010 

Census PL 94-174 data set (hereinafter “2010 PL”) to 

produce a county level CVAP numeric estimate. 

 doJ county cVAP Ratio * 2010 PL VAP county =  
2010 cVAP county numeric estimate

3.  Calculate Census Block 2010 CVAP Numeric Estimate:

 In addition, the County CVAP Ratio can be applied 

directly to 2010 Census geography within the 

County, most notably Census Blocks, that are used  

in redistricting:

 cVAP Ratio * 2010 PL Block VAP = 2010 Block  
cVAP estimates

To verify results, these 2010 Block CVAP numeric esti-

mates can be added up and compared to the 2010 

CVAP County Numeric Estimate. 

We conducted this method to produce CVAP estimates for 

Alameda County, CA; results are set forth in Table 5.

B. Areas Requiring more fine-grained Analysis

In some areas, jurisdictions may want or need to develop 

CVAP estimates at units smaller than the county level.  This 

includes areas where variations in citizenship rates within 

racial groups exist. For example, the citizenship rate for 

non-Hispanic whites may be very high in one neighbor-

hood, but lower in a neighborhood with a large proportion 

of Russian immigrants. Where such variations exist, apply-

ing a citizenship rate for an entire county may produce 

misleading results, artificially high in some areas while arti-

ficially low in others. Accordingly, a jurisdiction may want 

to use ACS data22 to produce a more fine-grained analysis 

than is possible using DOJ Special Tabulation data.

21. We suggest using the DOJ Special Tab because the Census Bureau developed 
it specifically to comply with OMB directives regarding calculation of racial 
groups laid out in the OMB guidance and in response to a request from the 

US Department of Justice. It is likely that the DOJ Special Tab data will be what 
the DOJ will use. However, the method could also be run using ACS data, if a 
jurisdiction prefers.

in addition to the Census-based method discussed above, CVaP 
is sometimes estimated from voter registration rolls...we strongly 
caution that voter registration and turn out methods include 
drawbacks that may be very difficult or impossible to address.
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Although the DOJ Special Tabulation contains CVAP 

data for the racial groups often at play in VRA-related 

districting,23 it does not provide VAP data at geography 

smaller the county level. In contrast, five-year aggregated 

ACS estimates are available at the tract level for both 

CVAP and VAP, permitting the production of a tract-level 

CVAP ratio. Since ACS tract geography may differ from 

2010 Census tract geography, this method includes a step  

to analyze geography and if necessary a technique to 

address changes.

1. Produce Census Tract-level CVAP Ratios for 
Each Racial Group at Issue:

 As above, divide each population’s CVAP by its VAP.  

Here we use five-year aggregated ACS data at the Census 

tract level.24

 Acs Tract cVAP/ Acs Tract VAP =  
Acs Tract-level cVAP Ratio

22. Note that the ACS provides non-Hispanic estimates only for whites, so esti-
mates of other groups (African Americans, Asians, Native Americans, etc.) 
include Latinos who are also African American, Asian, Native American. In 
most jurisdictions these numbers will be very small, but should be kept in mind 
for redistricting.

23. The racial grouping issue is most pronounced when dealing with VRA 
issues concerning Asian American and African American populations. In both 
of these cases, a complete tabulation, in accordance with federal guidelines, 
should include both citizens of that minority racial background alone as well as 
those with both minority and white backgrounds. However, when dealing with 
Latinos and non-Latino whites, the ACS and DOJ Special Tabulation produce 
the same estimates for the same groups (Latinos and non-Latino white alone). 
See Table 1

24. Tract VAP and/or CVAP data were not published (suppressed) by the Cen-
sus Bureau to prevent the possible disclosure of personal information.   The 
populations of these tracts do have a CVAP rate but we do not know what it is.  
We suggest using the average CVAP rate for the appropriate group over the 
entire area being analyzed.  For example, for the analysis in Table 6, we used 
the race-specific county-wide average CVAP ratio for the tracts where data were 
suppressed.  In other analyses using this method for entire states, we have used 
the state-wide average CVAP rate.

table 5  |  cVaP estimates using county-based Method for alameda county, ca

Racial groups doJ VAP doJ cVAP
2010 PL
VAP

cVAP/VAPRatio 2010 cVAP

total 1,115,765 919,100 1,169,650 0.8237 963,487

Not Hispanic or Latino 905,195 796,415 938,477 0.8798 825,697

American Indian or Alaska Native Alone 
(non-Latino)

3,665 3,500 3,341 0.955 3,191

Asian Alone (non-Latino) 277,700 196,455 307,657 0.7074 217,648

Black or African American Alone (non-Latino) 141,105 136,225 143,194 0.9654 138,242

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 
Alone (non-Latino)

7,790 5,995 8,887 0.7696 6,839

White Alone (non-Latino) 452,385 432,465 436,886 0.956 417,648

American Indian or Alaska Native and White 
(non-Latino)

3,920 3,920 3,482 1 3,482

Asian and White (non-Latino) 7,145 6,890 13,850 0.9643 13,356

Black or African American and White 
(non-Latino)

3,135 3,090 4,195 0.9856 4,135

American Indian or Alaska Native and 
Black or African American (non-Latino)

2,420 2,420 1,767 1 1,767

Remainder of Two or More Race Responses 
(non-Latino)

5,935 5,450 12,342 0.9183 11,333

Hispanic or Latino 210,570 122,685 231,173 0.5826 134,689
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2.  Determine Correspondence Between ACS Tracts  
and 2010 Census Blocks.

 Since ACS data are reported using 2000 Census geog-

raphy while Census PL data, as well as this decade’s 

redistricting efforts, use 2010 Census geography, the 

next step is to determine whether there have been 

any changes in the area included in each Census tract.  

The correspondence between ACS Tracts and Census  

PL blocks can be performed using GIS, analysis of 

Census geographic correspondence files, visual map 

inspection, etc. (We will detail these procedures in a 

forthcoming paper.)

3.  Associate each 2010 block or block portion with  
a 2000 Census Tract.

 Many 2010 Census blocks can be identified with one 

2000 Census tract, so this step entails correctly associat-

ing each ACS 2000 Census Tract with the geographic 

area that is now a 2010 block.

  However, some 2010 blocks will be split between 

2000 Census tracts and therefore not match perfectly. 

In those cases, use the proportion of the 2010 block 

area within the 2000 tract to assign the same propor-

tion of the block’s 2010 PL VAP to the tract for each  

racial group.

4.  Apply the ACS Tract CVAP Ratio for each Racial 
Group to its 2010 PL Block VAP

 Tract cVAP Ratio * 2010 PL Block VAP =  
2010 Block cVAP estimates.

 This should be done for each racial/ethnic group 

at issue in the district. For 2010 blocks that are split 

between 2000 tracts, multiply the portion of the 

block located within a given Tract by the Tract CVAP 

Ratio to calculate the 2010 CVAP estimate for each  

block portion.

  We have conducted full-scale trials of this method 

on Alameda County, California and found that the sum 

of the block-level estimates differed from the published 

county totals by only a very small amount, attributable 

to very small rounding errors.

  Tables 6 sets forth our analysis using this method 

for Alameda County, California. Figure A provides a 

comparison of the Tract-based method for Latino and 

Asian American populations with the ACS and DOJ 

estimates for these populations in Alameda County, 

California.

table 6  |   cVaP estimates using tract-based method for alameda county, ca

Racial group Acs VAP Acs cVAP
2010 PL
VAP

2010 cVAP

total 1,115,765 919,100 1,169,650 963,055

Not Hispanic or Latino 905,195 796,415 938,477 825,627

American Indian or Alaska Native Alone 5,819 4,972 3,341* 3,104

Asian Alone 277,987 197,048 307,657* 218,028

Black or African American Alone 141,634 136,773 143,194* 138,412

Native Hawaiian or 
Other Pacific Islander Alone

7,985 6,220 8,887* 6,970

White Alone (non-Latino) 449,213 430,058 436,886 418,194

Hispanic or Latino 210,571 122,686 231,173 137,428

*Does not include Latinos
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c. Alternate methods of estimating cVAP:   
Voter Rolls Approach

In addition to the Census-based method discussed above, 

CVAP is sometimes estimated from voter registration rolls.  

While we present information on this method, we strongly 

caution that voter registration and turn out methods 

include drawbacks that may be very difficult or impossible 

to address. In addition, in many courts, Census Bureau 

data enjoy a presumption of validity.25

Voter registration rolls provide information that may 

help estimate CVAP for certain populations. Voter rolls 

indicate the name, address, date of birth, and in a few 

states the race, of each individual registered to vote in a 

jurisdiction. Since only citizens may vote in federal and 

most state/local elections and individuals must be 18 or 

older to register, individuals on the rolls are assumed to 

be citizens of voting age. By using racial data on the rolls 

in states that collect this information, one can generate a 

racial count of registered voters, which can be used as a 

proxy to estimate CVAP for each racial group.

In states that do not collect racial information on 

voter registration, like California, voters’ surnames can 

be analyzed for membership in certain minority groups 

in order to estimate a racial distribution of CVAP. The 

process of surname analysis compares voters’ surnames 

with a database of surnames associated with certain eth-

nic groups, most prominently Latino and Asian American 

groups. This surname-matched registration data may be 

used as a proxy to estimate Latino or Asian American 

CVAP. While this method will produce some false 

positives, e.g., a non-Asian citizen with a tradition-

ally Asian last name, and some false negatives, e.g., a 

Latino citizen lacking a traditionally Latino surname, 

surname matched registration data can provide an approx-

imation of Latino and Asian citizens who are registered  

to vote.

However, voter registration data has limitations in 

estimating actual citizen voting age population in an area.  

First, surname analysis cannot produce a reliable estimate 

of white or black populations due to the lack of surname 

databases for these groups. Second, registration-based 

methods will underestimate CVAP due to high rates of 

under-registration among citizens of color, particularly 

Latino and Asian American citizens. According to another 

Census Bureau data source—the Current Population 

Survey (CPS)—Asian American and Latino citizens have 

25. See, e.g., Valdespino v. Alamo Heights Independent School Dist., 168 F.3d 848, 
853-4 (5th Cir. 1999).

 figURe a  |   latino & asian cVaP estimates for alameda county, ca

latino asian american

dOJ cVaP 122,685 203,345

acs cVaP 122,686 197,048

2010 
cVaP est 
(county 
Method)

134,689 231,004

2010 
cVaP est
(tract 
method)

137,428 218,028

note: County-based 2010 CVAP estimates for Asian Americans 
include individuals who identify as “Asian” and “Asian and White.”
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the lowest rates of voter registration of all groups. The 

November 2008 CPS indicated that while 74% of non-His-

panic white citizens and 70% of non-Hispanic black citizens 

reported being registered to vote, only 55% of Asian and 

56% of Latino citizens reported being registered.26 In fact, 

courts have rejected arguments that the VRA requires 

majority-minority voter registration in order to warrant a 

district, recognizing that for a variety of reasons, including 

discriminatory voting practices, minority voter registration 

is often suppressed and therefore not an accurate reflec-

tion of minority voter potential.

Voter-based methods of estimating CVAP are also logis-

tically difficult in several states. Although in California, 

surname matched registration and turn out data are pub-

licly available free of charge on the internet,27 in many 

states, interested parties must request and pay for voter 

rolls and then run the surname analysis themselves.

Another method some propose is to analyze voter 

turnout rolls in a similar way. However, as with registration 

analysis, a population of color does not have to demon-

strate that they constituted a majority of actual voters in 

a particular area in order to state a VRA claim. Moreover, 

reliance on voter turnout would underestimate minority 

CVAP even more than reliance on voter registration, since 

citizens of color participate in the electoral process less 

often than their white counterparts.28

 Voter-roll based methods of estimating CVAP must take 

into consideration the fact that voters of color often regis-

ter and participate at rates lower than their actual presence 

in the population. This registration and participation gap 

is most pronounced among Latinos and Asian Americans, 

precisely the groups that are generally the focus of citizen-

ship inquiries. Thus, any registration, or certainly turn 

out, analysis should be carefully balanced by an inquiry 

into  local registration and participation rates, so that this 

method does not significantly underestimate the Latino or 

Asian CVAP population. That said, data about under-regis-

tration and participation are difficult to obtain, particularly 

at small geographical areas. CPS data are not provided at 

levels of geography smaller than the state, and racial data is 

only reported at the national level. Accordingly, a finding 

of 50% Latino or Asian registration or turn out, given the 

lower rates of turnout, surely indicates that a given district 

satisfies the first Gingles precondition and any require-

ment that the population be “effective,” because the actual 

CVAP in the district is most likely significantly higher than 

that indicated by voter registration or participation rates.

...due to quirks in the aCs data, such as reporting individuals 
at the age they were when data were collected rather than what 
their current age actually is, our method produces a conservative 
estimate of actual CVaP, particularly for asian american and latino 
populations because it does not directly or completely correct for 
underlying problems with CVaP estimates in the aCs data.

26. Thom File and Sarah Crissey, “Voting and Registration in the Election of 
November 2008,” US Census Bureau, Population Characteristics. (May 2010)

27. California’s Statewide Database contains all of California’s redistricting 
data, including precinct-level statistics on Asian Americans, Latinos, and others 
derived from surname-matched voter registration rolls. See http://swdb.berke-
ley.edu/

28. U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2011,  
p. 259, Table 415, available at http://www.census.gov/compendia/statab/2011/
tables/11s0415.pdf.
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concLusion:
Some federal case law requires that a minority population 

constitute 50% or more of the citizen voting age popula-

tion of a potential district in order to qualify for Voting 

Rights Act protection. Although the Census is a 100% 

count of the population, providing an enumeration of cer-

tain population characteristics down to the smallest units 

of Census geography, the American Community Survey, 

which reports citizenship data, provides only estimates of 

population characteristics based on population samples 

is and not available and/or accurate for all groups, par-

ticularly at small units of geography. This brief presents a 

method to use ACS data about population characteristics 

to inform 2010 Census count data. ACS data, including the 

DOJ Special Tabulation, can be used to produce a fraction 

or ratio of CVAP for various racial/ethnic groups. This 

CVAP fraction can be applied to 2010 Census voting age 

population data, and with the help of mapping software, be 

disaggregated to small units of geography while maintain-

ing the reliability of larger level ACS estimates. This is a 

proper use of ACS data and provides the most accurate and 

reliable estimates of CVAP possible without complicated 

statistics to try to “correct” ACS data directly. 

That said, due to quirks in the ACS data, such as 

reporting individuals at the age they were when data were 

collected rather than what their current age actually is, 

our method produces a conservative estimate of actual 

CVAP, particularly for Asian American and Latino popula-

tions because it does not directly or completely correct for 

underlying problems with CVAP estimates in the ACS data.  

Accordingly, a determination that a target district contains 

a minority CVAP population of at least 50% should satisfy 

not only the first Gingles precondition’s requirement that a 

minority group be large and compact enough to constitute 

a majority in a single member district, but also any con-

cerns about whether the population is large enough to be 

“effective” in the district.

This brief was made possible by a grant from the James Irvine Foundation. The conclusions in this brief are those of the authors.
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 6:33 PM
To: Perez, Juan; Laurie Taylor
Cc: Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Redistricting question 

Categories: Green category

Hello, 
 
Following up on your conversation regarding your questions about map H and the unincorporated areas 
adjacent to Lake Matthews, the boundary to the north in this area for the Second District (D2) is the city of 
Riverside city limit.  This includes the Census Designated Place (CDP) of Woodcrest, El Sobrante, and Lake 
Matthews.    
 
Lake Matthews CDP creates the boundary to the east for D2, with the southern boundary following Lake 
Matthews Dr., Temescal Valley area and Dawson Canyon Rd.  Within map H 7.3 the southern boundary of D2 
moved further south to a Census Tract boundary as close to the Gavilan Hills area as practicable.   
 
City sphere's of influence do not present any more weighted consideration than all other community of 
interest the boundaries.  Hundreds of Census Designated Places, cities, and communities of interest ‐ whether 
geographic, social, economic or other have been considered throughout this redistricting process. 
 
As it regards the boundary at Juniper Road, the Lake Matthews CDP follows this road to create its eastern 
boundary and this recognizable marker was selected to create the D2 and D1 boundary between the 
districts.       
 
To your last question regarding map H, the two largest cities in the county are split to create balanced districts 
within the county. 
 
Here is a link to the detailed digital map:  Riverside County Digital Redistricting Maps.  
 
Best regards, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:53 PM 
To: Laurie Taylor <tmcenterprises@earthlink.net> 
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Cc: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>; Odenbaugh, Rania <ROdenbaugh@Rivco.org> 
Subject: RE: Redistricting question  
  
Hello Laurie, 
 
Let me ask Tom Mullen, who's been taking the lead on the mapping, to respond to these questions in general.   
 
Thanks Tom. 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Laurie Taylor <tmcenterprises@earthlink.net>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:24 PM 
To: Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Redistricting question  
 
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
Hello: 
 
Thank you for the clarification and the link. 
 
Is there a reason that the community is still severed from the southern boundary of the city of Riverside.  I ask because 
the community is in the sphere of influence of Riverside, and while there is a working relationship with the city over 
decades because of the sphere of influence, there is no such relationship with the city of Corona.  This division 
complicates coordination, by dividing the greater Lake Mathews area into a different district than Riverside. 
 
Is there a reason that the Lake Mathews community is severed at Juniper?  The area east of Juniper was also in the COI 
as well as the LM Community Plan. 
 
Last question:  is there a reason why a portion of Moreno Valley is included in a district with Riverside, while 
disregarding Riverside’s sphere of influence? 
 
These issues would be solved by consideration of the “Walsh” v 3.2, and would also allow Temescal Valley to meet its 
goals with Lake Elsinore. 
 
Thank you again. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Laurie Taylor 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
> On Dec 6, 2021, at 3:04 PM, Perez, Juan <JCPEREZ@rivco.org> wrote: 
> 
> Hello Laurie.  It was good to see you as well. 
> 
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> The Redistricting Item is scheduled to be back at Board tomorrow (Tuesday), for a final map selection.  Here is the link: 
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://riversidecountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/Detail_LegiFile.aspx?Frame=&MeetingID=249
3&MediaPosition=&ID=17830&CssClass=__;!!JTyGX330HN5x6Ko!X_lKLY2WC1XeLhEubF5hG9hDbPH8WKl0XHQEiWjyfkrl
vJNBJ‐Wn9BDVrcCWbcg$ 
> 
> You will notice, under Attachment E, that there is an additional variation of map H (labeled H v. 7.3) that has been 
prepared by the Executive Office Technical Committee (EOTC), which seeks to address the comments made by the Lake 
Mathews community members to include more of the RAGLM area in the same District 2 boundary as Lake 
Mathews.  The area was expanded further south as much as possible, without getting into a very large census tract that 
would go close to Lake Elsinore, and also east as much as possible without bumping in the Mead Valley Census 
Designated Place (CDP).  Higher resolution maps can also be found in our Redistricting website. https://rivco.org/about‐
county/county‐boards‐committees‐and‐commissions/county‐redistricting‐efforts/redistricting 
> 
> Thanks for your interest and participation in the Redistricting process, all the best to you. 
> 
> Juan 
> 
> Juan C. Perez 
> Chief Operating Officer 
> County of Riverside 
> JCPerez@RIVCO.org 
> 951‐955‐1147 
> http://www.rivco.org 
> 
> 
> 
> This email message, including any attachments, is intended for the sole viewing and use of the individual or entity to 
which it is addressed, and may contain confidential and privileged information, which is prohibited from disclosure.  Any 
unauthorized review, use, disclosure, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the information contained in 
this email, including attachments, is prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination or copy of this message 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Patel, Ronak
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:18 PM
To: Mullen, Tom; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: RE: Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING 

COMMISSION – Redistricting maps

Categories: Green category

Thanks, Tom. 
 

From: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG>  
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:16 PM 
To: RCIT ‐ RIVCO Redistricting <RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org> 
Cc: Patel, Ronak <RPatel@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Fw: Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING 
COMMISSION – Redistricting maps 

 
For inclusion. 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

From: Jamie Hall <jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com> 
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:14 PM 
To: COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Agenda Item 19.5. Redistricting Public Hearing. RIVERSIDE COUNTY ADVISORY REDISTRICTING COMMISSION – 
Redistricting maps  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

 
Dear Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
  

This firm represents Rural Association of Mead Valley (“RAMV” or “Association”), with regard to the 
redistricting efforts currently being undertaken by the County of Riverside (“County’). This letter is intended to 
inform the County that adoption of Map H Version 7.2 or 7.3 would violate the law. 
 
Jamie T. Hall 
Channel Law Group, LLP 
8383 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 750 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
Main Number: (310) 347-0050 
Direct: (310) 982-1760 
Fax: (323) 723-3960 
Email:jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com 
Website: www.channellawgroup.com  
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****CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED TRANSMISSION**** 
The information contained within this e-mail and any attached document(s) is confidential and/or privileged.  It is intended 
solely for the use of the addressee(s) named above.  Unauthorized disclosure, photocopying, distribution or use of the 
information contained herein is prohibited.  If you believe that you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender by reply transmission and delete the message without copying or disclosing it. 
  

 Please consider the environment before printing this email 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Julia Gomez <JGomez@aclusocal.org>
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 9:42 PM
To: COB; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Cynthia Valencia; Odenbaugh, Rania; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District; District2; District3 Information; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District5; Patel, Ronak
Subject: Redistricting: Compliance with the Federal Voting Rights Act
Attachments: 2021-12-06 - ACLU SoCal Letter to Riverside BOS re Redistricting.pdf

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
 
Attached please find correspondence regarding the County’s redistricting process.  
 
Best,  
 
Julia 
 
Julia Gomez, Staff Attorney 
ACLU of Southern California 
1313 W 8th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(o) 213.977.5258 
  
aclusocal.org ||  facebook  ||  twitter  ||  blog  ||  app 
  
ACLU SoCal: STAND FOR JUSTICE >> Download our mobile app at mobilejusticeca.org 
  
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 LAW.  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 OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
 



 

 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Hector O. Villagra 
 
CHAIR Marla Stone VICE CHAIRS Sherry Frumkin and Frank Broccolo 
CHAIRS EMERITI Shari Leinwand  Stephen Rohde  Danny Goldberg  Allan K. Jonas*  Burt Lancaster*  Irving Lichtenstein, MD*  Jarl Mohn  
Laurie Ostrow*  Stanley K. Sheinbaum*  
 *deceased 
O RAN GE CO UNTY O FFICE  •  765 TH E CITY DRIVE , SUI TE 3 60  •  OR ANGE, CA 92868  •  T  7 14.450.3962  •  F  7 14 .583.8046  •  ACLUSOCAL.ORG 

December 6, 2021 
 
Sent Via Email 
 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
c/o Clerk of the Board 
County Administrative Center 
1st Floor, Board Chambers 
4080 Lemon Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 
cob@rivco.org  
 
 Re:  Supervisorial Redistricting and Compliance with the Voting Rights Act 
 
Dear Members of the Riverside County Board of Supervisors: 
 

The ACLU of Southern California sent a letter to the Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
(Board) on November 16 highlighting the need for the Board to adopt a map with two districts with 
majority Latino citizen voting age population (LCVAP) that would finally give cohesive Latino 
communities a real opportunity to elect candidates of their choice. We again urge the Board to comply 
with the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965 (Voting Rights Act or VRA) and adopt a map with two 
effective LCVAP-majority districts. Thus, the Board should adopt Map 1.4 because it is the only map that 
the Board is considering that has two effective LCVAP-majority districts.  
 
I. The County Must Adopt a Map with at Least Two Effective LCVAP-majority Districts 
 

Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act prohibits supervisorial district maps that dilute the voting 
strength of racial and ethnic minorities. See 52 U.S.C. § 10301(a). To avoid vote dilution, the VRA 
requires certain jurisdictions to draw districts that provide minority voters with an effective opportunity to 
elect their preferred candidates. To determine whether the Board must create these districts, a court would 
first examine the three Gingles preconditions: (1) whether the Latino community in Riverside County is 
sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority in one or more single-member 
district; (2) whether Latino voters are politically cohesive; and (3) whether bloc voting by the majority of 
voters usually prevents Latino voters from electing their preferred candidates. Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 
U.S. 30, 50-51 (1986). The second and third preconditions are known as racially polarized voting (RPV). 

 
If these preconditions are established, courts then “consider[ ] whether on the totality of 

circumstances, minorities have been denied an equal opportunity to participate in the political process and 
to elect representatives of their choice.” Abrams v. Johnson, 521 U.S. 74, 91 (1997) (quotations omitted). 
Courts look at a series of factors, referred to as the “Senate Factors,” as part of this analysis. Gingles, 478 
U.S. at 36-37. These factors include current and past discrimination, the extent of racial polarization, 
minority candidate success, and rough proportionality. Luna v. Kern Cnty., 291 F. Supp. 3d 1088, 1131-
32 (E.D. Cal. 2018). There is no requirement that any particular number of factors be proved, but courts 
have held that the extent of racial polarization and the extent to which minorities have been elected to 

mailto:cob@rivco.org
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public office are the two most important factors. Id. at 1132 (citations omitted). The United States Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has also held that rough proportionality—“the relation of the number of 
majority-minority voting districts to the minority group’s share of the relevant population”—is the third 
most important factor. Id. (citing Old Person v. Cooney, 230 F.3d 1113, 1129 (9th Cir. 2000)). 

 
The three Gingles preconditions are present in the County. The Latino community is numerous 

and compact. Latino voters make up 39.3% of the County’s citizen voting age population (CVAP)1 and 
there are cohesive Latino communities on the westside of the County. It is possible to draw at least two 
compact districts on the westside where Latino voters make up more than 50% of the CVAP in each 
district, as evidenced by the Inland Empire Redistricting Hub’s community submission, Map 1.4. The 
County’s consultants2 and the UCLA Voting Rights Project (UCLA VRP)3 have also confirmed that there 
is RPV in Riverside County, meeting the second and third Gingles preconditions.  

 
There is also extensive totality of the circumstances evidence that supports the need to adopt a 

map with two LCVAP-majority districts. Community testimony, socioeconomic data, and past and 
current discrimination against the Latino community in the County support a finding that the Latino 
community has less of an opportunity to participate in the political process. See Clark v. Calhoun Cnty., 
21 F.3d 92, 97 (5th Cir. 1994) (“it will be only the very unusual case in which the plaintiffs can establish 
the existence of the three Gingles factors but still have failed to establish a violation of § 2 under the 
totality of circumstances”). Further, only one Latino candidate, Supervisor V. Manuel Perez, has ever 
been elected to the Board and this election was surrounded by special circumstances. Supervisor Perez 
was appointed to the Board in 2017 and was then elected as an incumbent in 2018. Courts routinely 
disregard these types of elections because they are not probative of a larger pattern of minority success. 
See, e.g., Pope v. Cnty. of Albany, 94 F. Supp. 3d 302, 340 (N.D.N.Y. 2015) (discounting race as due to 
special circumstances where successful minority candidate was an appointed incumbent); Ala. State Conf. 
of the NAACP v. Alabama, 2020 WL 583803, at *4 (M.D. Ala. Feb. 5, 2020) (same). Supervisor Perez 
was also defeated in a racially polarized supervisorial race in 20144 and no other Latino supervisorial 
candidate has been elected in County history.5 Finally, Latino voters comprise of 39.3% of the County’s 
CVAP, or roughly two-fifths of the CVAP, but there are currently no LCVAP-majority districts.  

 
If the Board adopts Maps F or H,6 which each only have one LCVAP-majority district, all three 

of the most important totality of the circumstances factors will weigh in favor prospective plaintiffs. See, 
e.g., Johnson v. De Grandy, 512 U.S. 997, 1000 (1994) (noting that an important factor under a Section 2 
analysis is whether “minority voters form effective voting majorities in a number of districts roughly 
proportional to the minority voters’ respective shares in the voting-age population.”) (emphasis added). 
What’s more, prospective plaintiffs will be able to establish all three of the Gingles preconditions: as in 
the Kern County lawsuit from the 2011 redistricting cycle, it will be possible here to create a second 
LCVAP-majority district7 and the County has already found that there is RPV. To avoid diluting the 

 
1 2019 5-year American Community Survey (ACS). 
2 Dr. Christian R. Grose, Dr. Natalie Masuoka, Nathan Chan, and Matthew Nelson, Report on Racially Polarized Voting in 
Riverside County at 1 (Nov. 4, 2021), available at https://bit.ly/3lDFt4Q.  
3 Memorandum from UCLA VRP to Riverside County Board of Supervisors at 1 (Dec. 2, 2021), available at 
https://bit.ly/3GjlFf3 [hereinafter UCLA VRP Memo].  
4 Id. at 5. 
5 Jeff Horseman, Coachella Councilman V. Manuel Perez to Replace the late Supervisor John Benoit, The Press-
Enterprise (May 9, 2017), https://bit.ly/3IpwGNU.  
6 All references to Map F and H refer to the most recent versions released by the County. 
7 Notably, the court in Luna found that the 2011 map violated the VRA because, among other things, it did not contain a 
second LCVAP-majority district. 291 F. Supp. 3d at 1113, 1117; id. at 1105 (requiring a showing that it is possible for the 
Latino population to “constitute a majority in a second single-member supervisorial district”). The court came to this 
conclusion even though, at the time of the map’s adoption, Latino voters comprised only 30% of the County’s CVAP. Id. 
at 1133. This was because Luna involved a Latino population concentrated in the northern part of Kern County that had 
been cracked among two districts, similar to the westside Latino communities cracked by several districts in Maps F and 
 

https://bit.ly/3lDFt4Q
https://bit.ly/3GjlFf3
https://bit.ly/3IpwGNU
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strength of Latino voters and violating the Voting Rights Act, the Board must adopt a map with at least 
two LCVAP-majority districts—roughly proportional to Latino voters’ respective shares of CVAP in the 
County. Map 1.4 is the only map under consideration that does this. 
 
II. Map 1.4 Complies with the VRA, While Maps F and H Dilute the Latino Vote 
 

The Latino population on the westside of the County is large and compact, centered around two 
distinct areas: 1) Jurupa Valley and northwest Riverside, and 2) Mead Valley, Good Hope, Perris and 
Moreno Valley.8 These Latino communities are separated from each other by areas south of where Sate 
Route 91 and Interstate 215 meet (hereinafter, 91/215 junction) that are more affluent and white with 
higher voter registration and turnout.9 The distinct Latino communities are large and compact enough to 
comprise two effective LCVAP-majority districts, as evidence by draft districts 2 and 5 in Map 1.4.  

 
Maps F and H crack these cohesive communities into several districts so that Latino voters are the 

minority in all but one district that is just barely majority LCVAP. This district, draft district 1 in both 
configurations, is made even less effective by the inclusion of the largely white, affluent, and high voter 
turnout areas south of the 91/215 junction. Maps F and H place northwest Riverside on the northwest end 
of district 1, the affluent area south of the 91/215 junction in the middle of the district, and Perris in the 
southeast. In these configurations, Latino voters in Jurupa Valley are split from Latino voters in northwest 
Riverside and placed in district 2 and all or part of the Latino voters in Moreno Valley are split from 
Perris and placed in district 5. Given racially polarized voting in the County, if the Board adopts either 
Map F or Map H and cracks the Latino community, Latino voters on the westside will have no 
representation or less representation than their size merits.  

 
The table below provides a demographic overview of the draft maps. It shows that Map 1.4 

includes two LCVAP-majority districts. The first district, district 2, has an LCVAP of 51.2%, with 46.7% 
Latino registration and 43.8% turnout during the November 2020 election. The second district, district 5, 
has an LCVAP of 51.3%, with 46.5% Latino registration and 43.8% turnout during the November 2020 
election. The average household income in both districts is less than $60,000 a year. Map F creates only 
one LCVAP-majority district, district 1, at just 50.3% LCVAP and only 45.2% Latino registration and 
41.7% turnout during the November 2020 election. Unlike either of the two LCVAP-majority districts in 
Map 1.4, the average income of district 1 goes up to $67,958 because of the addition of affluent areas. 
Map H similarly creates one LCVAP-majority district, district 1, at just 50.3% LCVAP, with only 45.1% 
Latino registration and 41.8% turnout during the November 2020 election. Because of the addition of 
affluent areas, district 1 in Map H has an average household income of $66,919. 

 

Map LCVAP-majority District LCVAP10 Latino Reg.11 
(Nov. 2020) 

Latino Turnout 
(Nov. 2020)12 

Avg. Hshld.  
Income13 

Map 1.4 District 2 51.2% 46.7% 43.8% $51, 519 

Map 1.4 District 5 51.3% 46.5% 44% $59, 482 

Map F District 1 50.3% 45.2% 41.7% $67,958 

Map H District 1 50.3% 45.1% 41.8% $66,919 

 
H. See id. at 1105 (showing that the 2011 Kern County supervisorial map cracked the agricultural communities around 
Delano and Wasco into districts 1 and 4). 
8 The CVAP data discussed in this paragraph is from the 2019 5-year ACS.  
9 The registration and turnout data discussed in this paragraph is from voter data by precinct from the Statewide Database. 
The household income data discussed in this paragraph is from the 2019 5-year ACS. 
10 LCVAP numbers in the table come from the County’s released draft maps with attached demographic data. 
11 Statewide Database’s Spanish surname registration data by precinct.  
12 Statewide Database’s Spanish surname turnout data by precinct.  
13 2019 5-year ACS. 
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 Although Maps F and H only include one LCVAP-majority district in a County where Latino 
voters are roughly two-fifths of the CVAP, draft district 1 is inexplicably a bare majority district that cuts 
off surrounding cohesive Latino communities on the two ends of the district. The VRA requires the Board 
to create effective LCVAP-majority districts, and a bare majority district that includes dissimilar affluent 
and high voter turnout areas decreases the effectiveness of the district. Courts routinely require 
jurisdictions to adopt maps that go above the 50% Gingles precondition threshold, particularly where, as 
here, the Latino registration and turnout in Map F and Map H’s district 1 is unnecessarily low. See 
Corbett v. Sullivan, 202 F. Supp. 2d 972, 985 (E.D. Mo. 2002) (rejecting a remedial district that did not 
consider low voter turnout and voter registration); Neal v. Coleburn, 689 F. Supp. 1426, 1437 (E.D. Va. 
1988) (finding that supermajorities in remedial districts were necessary as a corrective measure because 
socioeconomic disparities had resulted in depressed political participation rates).  
 
III. The County’s Emphasis on District 4 is Misplaced  
 

A presentation slide for the December 1 Riverside County Planning Commission meeting refers 
to draft district 4 in Maps F and H as a “Latino opportunity-to-elect district,” apparently as evidence that 
Maps F and H comply with the VRA.14 In both configurations, however, district 4 has roughly 38% 
LCVAP and had 33.2% Latino registration and 29.2% Latino turnout during the November 2020 election. 
Conversely, in all configurations district 4 has roughly 53% white CVAP, more than any other district in 
a County where white voters do not tend to support Latino-preferred candidates. November 2020 election 
data show even higher numbers: white voters comprised 65% of all registered voters and 69% of all votes 
cast in the district.15 It is therefore incorrect to refer draft district 4 as Latino opportunity-to-elect district.  

 
District 4 can best be described as an influence district, a district where minority voters, on their 

own, cannot elect candidates of choice but can still influence the outcome of an election. See Bartlett v. 
Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 13-15 (2009) (noting that a district where Black voters comprise of 39% of the 
voting population is an influence or cross-over district, not an opportunity to elect district under the 
VRA). Influence districts are not required by the VRA, LULAC v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399, 445-46 (2006), 
and are not an effective remedy for vote dilution. Instead, the VRA requires the creation of districts where 
“a minority group comprises a numerical, working majority of the voting-age population.” Bartlett, 556 
U.S. at 13. Given polarized voting in the County, the Board must adopt a map with at least two districts 
where Latino voters constitute a working majority that, standing alone, have an opportunity to elect 
candidates of choice.  

 
Past elections show that, when given a choice under normal conditions, most white voters in 

district 4 will not support the Latino-preferred candidate. This is evidenced by the 2014 supervisorial 
election where Supervisor John Benoit defeated then-candidate Perez. This race was racially polarized.16 
Governor Jerry Brown subsequently appointed Supervisor Perez to the Board in 2017.17 Supervisor Perez 
ran again in 2018, this time with the benefit of incumbency. Voters again exhibited racial polarization 
during his race.18 Nonetheless, Supervisor Perez, who is well-respected and had represented the area for 
more than a decade as a California assemblymember and as a Coachella City councilmember, 19 was 
finally elected to the Board in 2018. While these special circumstances do not minimize the achievements 
of Supervisor Perez, they do demonstrate why this specific election is not probative of a larger pattern of 
the success of Latino-preferred candidates. See supra Section I (discussion of special circumstances). 
Neither is the 2018 district 4 election probative of a larger pattern of Latino-preferred candidate success 

 
14 2021 Riverside County Redistricting Map Summary – December 1, 2021, County of Riverside, available at 
https://bit.ly/31qYQrj (reference in row 4.C., Maps F and H). 
15 Registration and turnout data is from voter data by precinct from the Statewide Database. 
16 UCLA RPV Memo, supra note 3 at 6. 
17 Jesse Marx, Gov. Brown Taps V. Manuel Perez as Riverside Cnty. Supervisor to Succeed the Late John Benoit, The 
Desert Sun (May 9, 2017), https://bit.ly/3m1jQMn [hereinafter Desert Sun Article].  
18 UCLA RPV Memo, supra note 3 at 5. 
19 See Desert Sun Article, supra note 17. 

https://bit.ly/31qYQrj
https://bit.ly/3m1jQMn
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on the westside, where three districts currently crack the Latino population and where there has never 
been a Latino supervisor in the County’s history. 
 

* * * 
  

The Board must adopt a map with at least two LCVAP-majority districts where Latino voters 
have an effective opportunity to elect candidates of choice. Compliance with the Voting Rights Act must 
take priority over almost all factors except equality of population. Map 1.4 shows that it is possible to 
draw a map with districts substantially equal in population and that complies with the Voting Rights Act. 
We therefore urge you to adopt Map 1.4. If you have any questions, feel free to contact us at 
jgomez@aclusocal.org and cvalencia@aclusocal.org.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Julia A. Gomez 
Staff Attorney 
ACLU Foundation of Southern California 

Cynthia Valencia 
Senior Policy Advocate & Organizer 
ACLU Foundation of Southern California 

 
 
Cc: 
Ronak Patel, Deputy County Counsel, rpatel@rivco.org  
Rania Odenbaugh, Riverside County Executive Office Deputy Director, rodenbaugh@rivco.org  
Supervisor Kevin Jeffries, District 1, district1@rivco.org 
Supervisor Karen Spiegel, District 2,  district2@rivco.org 
Supervisor Chuck Washington, District 3, d3email@rivco.org 
Supervisor V. Manuel Perez, District 4, district4@rivco.org 
Supervisor Jeff Hewitt, District 5, district5@rivco.org  
 

mailto:jgomez@aclusocal.org
mailto:cvalencia@aclusocal.org
mailto:rpatel@rivco.org
mailto:rodenbaugh@rivco.org
mailto:district1@rivco.org
mailto:district2@rivco.org
mailto:d3email@rivco.org
mailto:district4@rivco.org
mailto:district5@rivco.org
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Laning, Damian J.

From: COB
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:50 AM
To: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey; Leach, Charissa; Perez, Juan; Rogers, Dave; Baldwin, Sayori N; Young, Alisa; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District2; District3; District5; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Cc: Farin, Jason; Bruckner, Scott; Odenbaugh, Rania; Federico, Brooke; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: December 7 2021 Item No 19.5 Public Comment & Request to Speak on Redistricting

Categories: Green category

Good morning, 
 
Please see below. 
 
Thank you kindly, 
 
Sue Maxwell 
Board Assistant 
Riverside County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors  
4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor, Room 127 
Riverside, CA   92501 
(951) 955-1069 Fax (951) 955-1071 
Mail Stop #1010 
cob@rivco.org 
website: http://rivcocob.org/ 
https://www.facebook.com/RivCoCOB/ 

 
NOTICE:  This communication is intended 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 law.  If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for 
delivering this communication to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly 
prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or by telephone and immediately delete this 
communication and all its attachments. 

 
 
 

From: cob@rivco.org <cob@rivco.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:04 AM 
To: COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG>; undon21@gmail.com 
Subject: Board comments web submission 

 

First Name:  Tim 

Last Name:  Hammond 
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Phone:  9092102510 

Email:  undon21@gmail.com  

Agenda Date:  12/07/2021 

Agenda Item # or Public Comment: 19. Public Hearing ‐ Item #5 

State your position below:  Support 

Comments:  Support Map F 

Thank you for submitting your request to speak. The Clerk of the Board office has received your request and will be 
prepared to allow you to speak when your item is called. To attend the meeting, please call (669) 900‐6833 and use 
Meeting ID # 864 4411 6015 . Password is 20211207 . You will be muted until your item is pulled and your name is 

called. Please dial in at 9:00 am am with the phone number you provided in the form so you can be identified during 
the meeting.  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Judith R Rice (via Google Docs) <nursejudyca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:55 AM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: 12_6 Riverside Redistricting Letter
Attachments: 12_6 Riverside Redistricting Letter.pdf

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   
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December 6, 2021

Sent Via Email

Riverside County Board of Supervisors
c/o Clerk of the Board
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
cob@rivco.org

Riverside County Planning Commission
County Administrative Center
1st Floor, Board Chambers
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501
RIVCORedistricting@rivco.org

Re: Supervisorial Redistricting and Compliance with the Voting Rights Act

We write to express our concern that compliance with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act is being muddied by the
application of “opportunity to elect” districts as defined by the Executive Office Technical Committee. Satisfying
the Gingles test should be the way the Board of Supervisors ensures compliance with the Voting Rights Act.
Given that Community Map 1.4 is the only map that creates 2 VRA complaint districts, we urge the Board to
adopt Map 1.4 as the final map.

On December 1st, the Executive Office Technical Committee facilitated a presentation to the Riverside County
Planning Commission in their role as the Advisory Redistricting Commission to deliver a final presentation of the
top 3 proposed maps. In this presentation, Committee representatives reviewed the 3 proposals and their
respective data, including the announcement that all 5 districts displayed racially polarized voting and included,
for the first time, an “opportunity to elect” criterion based off of an analysis of past elections. This new analysis
led the Technical Committee to conclude that District 4 in every proposal would provide Latino residents an
effective opportunity to elect a candidate of choice. As such, District 4 would theoretically serve as an additional
Voting Rights Act compliant district, despite the Latino CVAP percent being below 50.

To the extent that the Technical Committee is using the election of Supervisor Pérez as proof that District 4 is an
effective “opportunity to elect” district, this raises serious concerns. When V. Manuel Pérez first ran to be Fourth
District Supervisor in 2014, he only received 42.84% of the vote and lost to the incumbent Supervisor Benoit. It
wasn’t until 2017 when Governor Jerry Brown appointed Pérez to Supervisor, allowing Pérez to then run in 2018
as an incumbent, that he was elected with the majority of the vote. Though Supervisor Pérez is a respected and
chosen representative for his community at the city, state, and county level, his election to Supervisor alone is
insufficient in establishing District 4 as effective for Latino voters.

Furthermore, the UCLA Voting Rights Project (VRP) recently released a report stressing the need for Riverside
County to adopt a supervisorial map with 2 Latino-majority districts. The report shows that maps H and F are
fracturing cohesive Latino communities in Jurupa/Riverside as well as Moreno Valley/Perris. Citing this fracture,
the growth of residents of color over the past decade, and the racially polarized voting analysis done by the VRP
and the county alike, the report states “the only legally defensible map that the County is currently considering,
that should be the map that the Board of Supervisors adopt, is Community Map 1.4.”  We conclude our letter
stressing that the undersigned organizations and the constituents we organize urge you to adopt this map.



Please reach out to Sky Allen with Inland Empire United at sky@ieunited.org or Maribel Nunez with Inland
Equity Partnership at maribel@inlandequitypartnership.org should you need more information.

Signed:
Alianza Coachella Valley
Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance, AFL-CIO, Inland Empire Chapter
Bayanihan Desert
California Alliance for Retired Americans, Inland Empire Chapter
Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice
Community Health Action Network
Communities for a New California
Conduit Community Development
Council of Mexican Federations in North America
Inland Coalition for Immigrant Justice
Inland Congregations United for Change
Inland Empire Community Collaborative
Inland Empire, DSA
Inland Empire United
Inland Equity Partnership
Latino Association of Riverside County
League of United  Latin American Citizens (LULAC) of Riverside 3190
League of Women Voters Riverside
National Ecumenical Forum for Filipino Concerns, Inland Empire Chapter
Nehemiah Charitable Fund
People’s Collective for Environmental Justice
Planned Parenthood Action Fund of the Pacific Southwest
Southwest Riverside County for Equitable Maps
Starting Over, Inc
TODEC Legal Center
Warehouse Worker Resource Center
The Way Resource Center
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Laning, Damian J.

From: COB
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 10:53 AM
To: Van Wagenen, Jeffrey; Leach, Charissa; Perez, Juan; Rogers, Dave; Baldwin, Sayori N; Young, Alisa; 

District 4 Supervisor V. Manuel Perez; District2; District3; District5; Supervisor Jeffries - 1st District
Cc: Priamos, Greg; Patel, Ronak; Farin, Jason; Bruckner, Scott; Odenbaugh, Rania; RCIT - RIVCO 

Redistricting
Subject: December 7 2021 Item No 19.5 Public Comment (& Late Request to Speak) on Redistricting (Alyssa 

Guzman)

Categories: Green category

Please see below. 
 
Thank you kindly, 
 
Sue Maxwell 
Board Assistant 
Riverside County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors  
4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor, Room 127 
Riverside, CA   92501 
(951) 955-1069 Fax (951) 955-1071 
Mail Stop #1010 
cob@rivco.org 
website: http://rivcocob.org/ 
https://www.facebook.com/RivCoCOB/ 

 
NOTICE:  This communication is intended 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 law.  If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for 
delivering this communication to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly 
prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or by telephone and immediately delete this 
communication and all its attachments. 

 
 
 

From: cob@rivco.org <cob@rivco.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 9:56 AM 
To: COB <COB@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Board comments web submission 

 

First Name:  Alyssa 

Last Name:  Guzman 
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Phone:  9514961977 

Agenda Date:  12/07/2021 

Agenda Item # or Public Comment: 19. Public hearings ‐ item #5 

State your position below:  Support 

Comments:  Support map F 

Thank you for submitting your request to speak. The Clerk of the Board office has received your request and will be 
prepared to allow you to speak when your item is called. To attend the meeting, please call (669) 900‐6833 and use 
Meeting ID # 864 4411 6015 . Password is 20211207 . You will be muted until your item is pulled and your name is 

called. Please dial in at 9:00 am am with the phone number you provided in the form so you can be identified during 
the meeting.  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Pierce, Lisa <LPierce@riversideca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 2:03 PM
To: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Cc: Althiser, Ken
Subject: Questions regarding how best to obtain the best Redistricting data for the City of Riverside 

Categories: Green category

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.   

Dear Brooke Frederico, 
 
We here at the City of Riverside GIS team,  have reviewed some of the current expression of the Census 2020 
numbers released in the last few months.  
As you may be aware, there is still many questions about some of the numbers – where the indications are 
much lower than expected given the 10% increase expected.  
 
I have been asked to reach out to the County Redistricting team, and would appreciate any recommendations, 
meetings and workflows you are supporting for your City members.   
Please advise if you are in communication with any other City Staff for coordination.   
 
Sincerely,  
Lisa A. Pierce 
GIS Analyst 
City of Riverside 
Innovation and Technology Division 
951‐826‐5159 Office 
951‐560‐0615 Cell 
lpierce@riversideca.gov 
 

 
 
 
 
City of Riverside – CA Census as of December 7th 2021 
https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/riversidecitycalifornia,riversidecountycalifornia/POP010220 
 
Population, Census, April 1, 2020  314,998  2,418,185 
PEOPLE 
Population   
Population estimates, July 1, 2019, (V2019)  331,360  2,470,546 
Population estimates base, April 1, 2010, (V2019)  303,933  2,189,765 
Population, percent change ‐ April 1, 2010 (estimates base) to July 1, 2019, (V2019)  9.0%  12.8% 
Population, Census, April 1, 2020  314,998  2,418,185 
Population, Census, April 1, 2010  303,871  2,189,641 
Age and Sex   
Persons under 5 years, percent  ��6.2% ��6.3% 
Persons under 18 years, percent  ��23.8%  ��24.9% 
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Persons 65 years and over, percent  ��10.7%  ��14.8% 
Female persons, percent  ��50.2%  ��50.1% 
Race and Hispanic Origin   
White alone, percent   ��58.3%  ��79.6% 
Black or African American alone, percent(a)  ��6.2% ��7.3% 
American Indian and Alaska Native alone, percent(a)  ��0.8% ��1.9% 
Asian alone, percent(a)   ��7.6% ��7.2% 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone, percent(a)  ��0.3% ��0.4% 
Two or More Races, percent  ��4.9% ��3.6% 
Hispanic or Latino, percent(b)  ��53.7%  ��50.0% 
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino, percent  ��29.8%  ��34.1% 
Population Characteristics   
Veterans, 2015‐2019   12,065 122,308 
Foreign born persons, percent, 2015‐2019  22.6%  21.6% 
Housing    
Housing units, July 1, 2019, (V2019)  X  857,148 
Owner‐occupied housing unit rate, 2015‐2019  54.0%  66.3% 
Median value of owner‐occupied housing units, 2015‐2019  $365,300  $350,100 
Median selected monthly owner costs ‐with a mortgage, 2015‐2019  $1,905  $1,993 
Median selected monthly owner costs ‐without a mortgage, 2015‐2019  $491  $572 
Median gross rent, 2015‐2019  $1,378  $1,375 
Building permits, 2020   X  10,103 
Families & Living Arrangements  
Households, 2015‐2019  90,722 724,893 
Persons per household, 2015‐2019  3.43  3.28 
Living in same house 1 year ago, percent of persons age 1 year+, 2015‐2019  86.6%  87.2% 
Language other than English spoken at home, percent of persons age 5 years+, 2015‐2019  45.1%  41.1% 
Computer and Internet Use   
Households with a computer, percent, 2015‐2019  93.8%  92.7% 
Households with a broadband Internet subscription, percent, 2015‐2019 87.6%  86.6% 
Education   
High school graduate or higher, percent of persons age 25 years+, 2015‐2019  80.6%  82.0% 
Bachelor's degree or higher, percent of persons age 25 years+, 2015‐2019   23.0%  22.3% 
Health   
With a disability, under age 65 years, percent, 2015‐2019  7.7%  7.5% 
Persons without health insurance, under age 65 years, percent  ��10.3%  ��9.8% 
Economy   
In civilian labor force, total, percent of population age 16 years+, 2015‐2019  63.0%  59.7% 
In civilian labor force, female, percent of population age 16 years+, 2015‐2019  56.5%  53.0% 
Total accommodation and food services sales, 2012 ($1,000)(c)  516,559  5,230,919 
Total health care and social assistance receipts/revenue, 2012 ($1,000)(c)  2,611,813  8,412,078 
Total manufacturers shipments, 2012 ($1,000)(c)  2,802,939  15,137,013 
Total retail sales, 2012 ($1,000)(c)  4,127,390  25,058,857 
Total retail sales per capita, 2012(c)  $13,158  $11,045 
Transportation   
Mean travel time to work (minutes), workers age 16 years+, 2015‐2019  31.4  34.0 
Income & Poverty    
Median household income (in 2019 dollars), 2015‐2019  $69,045  $67,005 
Per capita income in past 12 months (in 2019 dollars), 2015‐2019  $26,028  $28,596 
Persons in poverty, percent  ��13.9%  ��11.3% 
BUSINESSES 
Businesses   
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:41 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: Dr. John L. MINNELLA-Romano; RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working

Categories: Green category

Hello, 
 
We apologize for any difficulties you have experienced.  Please try the links below or the links on the 
redistricting website (I am able to access the website and maps now). 
 
Riverside County Redistricting maps 
 
A direct link to the high resolution digital maps 
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:20 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano <drjminnella@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Storybook link not working  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
RAGLM and RAMV would like to access the storybook link. 

It is currently not working. 
 
See high‐resolution versions of the active maps above here.    
 
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/89e5352b6b9c4a3386944fb0caa0c5e9 
 
It is impossible to get details from the online map F 5.1 to tell exactly where the boundaries are located. 
 
Thanks. 
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Debbie Walsh 
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:49 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working

Categories: Green category

I'm able to access the website and storymap from outside the county on a computer and cellphone.  I do know 
that Amazon Web Service (AWS), where this service resides, has experienced service issues today.  I would 
recommend deleting any cookies or browser history that may be interfering with your ability to connect to the 
website and try again.  Or try opening the website in Chrome's Incognito mode (which does not retain any 
cookies or history). 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:43 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working  
  
Tom I get a 503 error.  
 
Maybe only working within the County system.  I am not able to access.  Thanks. 
 
Debbie 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Dec 7, 2021, at 4:40 PM, Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

  

Hello, 
 
We apologize for any difficulties you have experienced.  Please try the links below or the links 
on the redistricting website (I am able to access the website and maps now). 
 
Riverside County Redistricting maps 
 
A direct link to the high resolution digital maps 
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Thank you, 
 

<Outlook‐
County of .png> 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

 
From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:20 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano <drjminnella@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Storybook link not working  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  

Tom, 
 
RAGLM and RAMV would like to access the storybook link. 

It is currently not working. 
 
See high‐resolution versions of the active maps above here.    
 
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/89e5352b6b9c4a3386944fb0caa0c5e9 
 
It is impossible to get details from the online map F 5.1 to tell exactly where the boundaries are located. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this 
message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, 
forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both 
electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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Laning, Damian J.

From: Mullen, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 5:02 PM
To: Debbie Walsh
Cc: RCIT - RIVCO Redistricting; Odenbaugh, Rania; Laning, Damian J.; Cheung, Nathan; Bruckner, Scott; 

Farin, Jason
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working

Categories: Green category

UPDATE:   
I have escalated this with esri and they are sharing that because of the AWS issue they are experiencing 
intermittent service issues with their online services, like the storymaps.  Esri is indicating that they are 
working to resolve their issues as quickly as possible. 
Thank you, 
 

 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:50 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working  
  
I will try on my computer instead.  
 
Thanks 
 
Debbie  

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Dec 7, 2021, at 4:49 PM, Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

  

I'm able to access the website and storymap from outside the county on a computer and 
cellphone.  I do know that Amazon Web Service (AWS), where this service resides, has 
experienced service issues today.  I would recommend deleting any cookies or browser history 
that may be interfering with your ability to connect to the website and try again.  Or try 
opening the website in Chrome's Incognito mode (which does not retain any cookies or history). 
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<Outlook‐
County of .png> 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

 
From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:43 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Subject: Re: Storybook link not working  
  
Tom I get a 503 error.  
 
Maybe only working within the County system.  I am not able to access.  Thanks. 
 
Debbie 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Dec 7, 2021, at 4:40 PM, Mullen, Tom <TMullen@rivco.org> wrote: 

  

Hello, 
 
We apologize for any difficulties you have experienced.  Please try the links 
below or the links on the redistricting website (I am able to access the website 
and maps now). 
 
Riverside County Redistricting maps 
 
A direct link to the high resolution digital maps 
 
Thank you, 
 

<Outlook‐
County of .png> 

Tom Mullen 
Chief Data Officer 
Riverside County Information Technology (RCIT) 
 
951.955.1850 

 

 
From: Debbie Walsh <abilene149@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:20 PM 
To: Mullen, Tom <TMullen@RIVCO.ORG> 
Cc: Dr. John L. MINNELLA‐Romano <drjminnella@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Storybook link not working  
  
CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  
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Tom, 
 
RAGLM and RAMV would like to access the storybook link. 

It is currently not working. 
 
See high‐resolution versions of the active maps above here.    
 
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/89e5352b6b9c4a3386944fb0caa0c5e9 
 
It is impossible to get details from the online map F 5.1 to tell exactly where the 
boundaries are located. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Debbie Walsh 

Confidentiality Disclaimer  
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The 
information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, 
dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in 
error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately. 
County of Riverside California  
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