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OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
MINUTES

June 30, 2011

The Council Redistricting Commission of the City of Mesa met in the lower level meeting room of the
Council Chambers, 57 East 1st Street, on June 30, 2011 at 5:32 p.m.

COMMISSION PRESENT COMMISSION ABSENT STAFF PRESENT
Nancy Aposhian Linda Crocker
Brian Allen Alfred Smith

Scott Higginson Carla Wagner
Terry Hines

Deanna Villanueva-Saucedo*

*Commission Member Deanna Villanueva-Saucedo participated in the entire meeting via
telephone.

1. Welcome by Chair Scott Higginson.

Chairman Higginson welcomed everyone to the meeting.

2. Current Events Summary on Redistricting Process.

Chairman Higginson reported that at the previous meeting there were concerns regarding a few
neighborhoods and it was determined that some modifications were necessary. He said the
Commission members have received four basic plans from the Consultant that reflect the
modifications.

Chairman Higginson said that the objective for this meeting is to determine which plans should
be forwarded to the Mayor and Council for the July 7, 2011 Study Session. He stated that the
plans selected will also be the plans that will be presented to the public. He added that at the
Study Session, Council will have the opportunity to make observations and comments however,
the selected plans will still be presented to the public.
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3. Approval of minutes from the May 12, 2011, June 2, 2011 and June 16, 2011 Redistricting
Commission meetings.
It was moved by Commission Member Hines, seconded by Commission Member Villanueva-
Saucedo that the minutes from the May 12, 2011, June 2, 2011 and June 16, 2011 Redistricting
Commission meetings be approved.
Carried unanimously.
4, Hear a presentation, discuss and make recommendations on draft redistricting plans.

Doug Johnson of National Demographics Corporation (NDC) displayed a PowerPoint
presentation (See Attachment 1) and said that the presentation is identical to the presentation
made at the last meeting with the addition of Plan E. He stated that the criteria established at
the last meeting consisted of a combination of City, State and Federal requirements as well as
the use of traditional redistricting goals.

Mr. Johnson explained that Plans A,B,C and D that were presented at the last meeting each
demonstrate a different approach. He said the key differences are reflected on the west side of
the City in regards to how Districts 1 & 3 inter-relate, and how District 4 will obtain the
population necessary and avoid retrogression. He discussed the eastern portion of the City and
taking extra population out of District 6. He also questioned whether the population should be
moved into District 2 or District 5 (or a combination of both). He noted that Plans A, B, C & D
have not been changed since the last meeting.

Mr. Johnson explained that Plan E (See Page 6 of Attachment 1) is a new map that originated
from Plan C and changes Districts 1 & 3 on the west side. He advised that Plan E is a
combination of Plan C on the east side and Plan B on the west side. He referred to a map and
said that it demonstrates how different pieces of the plans can be cleaned up and pieced
together.

Mr. Johnson advised that he could answer questions and make adjustments to the plans with
the assistance of the mapping software. He said that specific details can be viewed and
revisions can be made that will assist the Commission in making a determination as to which
plans will be presented to the Council and the public.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo advised that she is comfortable with several of the
recommendations that have been incorporated into Plan E. She said that Plan E is more
respectful of the neighborhoods located in the intersection of Districts 1, 3, and 4. In addition,
she said that Plan E is a “cleaner” looking map and if presented along with a couple of the other
maps will provide the public with a variety of options. She remarked that she is pleased with
how well the Commission’s suggestions were incorporated into Plan E and that it is time now to
hear feedback from the residents.

In response to questions from Commission Member Aposhian and Chairman Higginson, Mr.
Johnson explained that having a high school in each district was not something that was
considered in the development of these plans. He advised that the Census Bureau provided
landmark overlays that sometimes included a school. He said that if having a school in each
District is something that the Commission wants to explore in more detail he could obtain a map
from the City’s Geographic Information Systems (GIS).



Council Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011

Page 3

In response to a series of questions from Commission Member Allen, Mr. Johnson explained
that the boundaries in Plans A, B, and C are exactly the same. In addition, he advised that the
white areas on the map indicate County islands.

Chairman Higginson advised that the redistricting process begins by “growing” one District. He
said because of the need to maintain the highest number of registered Hispanic voters in District
4, it was determined that District 4 would be the District that needed to grow first and then they
would determine the impacts on the other Districts.

Commission Member Allen commented that once District 4 is squared away and meets all the
legal requirements, then the population can be balanced in the other Districts prior to hearing
feedback from the public.

Mr. Johnson advised that there is the Charter provision that indicates that the incumbents will be
kept separate. He added that after legal requirements are met the redistricting process becomes
a balancing act using traditional criteria.

Chairman Higginson expressed his concern in having District 3 moved into District 1. He
advised that in his research he discovered that there is zero population along the southern
boundary of District 4 from the US-60 to the south. He said that the Commission should
consider one more map and provided the following suggestions and observations for the
creation of Plan F:

e The section of District 2 south of the freeway be added to District 3.

e The southern boundary of District 2 be moved to Southern Ave. just south of
Councilmember Finter’s residence.

e The southeast corner of District 4 that is Gilbert Rd/Harris Rd be added to District 3.

e The communities of recognition that parallel the freeway while they are separate are of
similar makeup.

Commission Member Aposhian said straight lines should be drawn when possible and it does
not appear that keeping the divisions neat was accomplished by moving the boundary to Harris
Drive. She stated that the boundary had previously run straight down Gilbert Road to Baseline
Road and that making this change could be confusing to residents. She expressed her concerns
regarding the communities of interest in the southeastern portion of District 4.

In response to the comments made by Commission Member Aposhian, Chairman Higginson
stated that Plan D keeps the southeastern rectangle in District 4. He said moving the boundary
to Harris Drive and adding that section to District 2 did not impact retrogression as it is not a
highly populated Hispanic area.

Mr. Johnson advised that the challenge is that District 4 needs to pick up population and there
are no surrounding neighborhoods where the Hispanic concentrations are as high as in District
4. As a result, he said that trades of 20% Hispanic neighborhoods for 40% Hispanic
neighborhoods had to be made.

Discussion ensued regarding areas of Plan E that could possibly be moved in or out of District 4
and what effect the moves would have on the retrogression issue.
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Mr. Johnson advised that the mapping software is up and running and will be introduced when
the plans are presented to the Council. He made the suggested adjustments on the map
displayed which moved District 3's southern boundary west. He noted that this adjustment takes
population out of District 2.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo expressed great concern in regards to stretching
District 3 across the southern boundaries of Districts 4 and 2. She advised there is more than
one way to define a community of interest besides ethnicity. She said she appreciated the
tracking of the Hispanic population to avoid retrogression issues in District 4 however, there is a
vast discrepancy regarding the neighborhoods. She stated that these are entirely different
neighborhoods with different levels of activity, organization and housing types. She added that
the neighborhoods are not similar and that this adjustment does not compare to what was
accomplished on previous maps.

Extensive discussion ensued relative to how the communities are affected by moving part of
District 3 across the southern boundary into Districts 4 and 2.

In response to a question from Commission Member Allen, Mr. Johnson explained that the goal
is to obtain the smallest amount of deviation as possible while also meeting the other
redistricting criteria.

Commission Member Hines concurred with Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo’s
comments regarding the neighborhoods in Districts 3, 4 and 2 that will be drastically changed by
stretching the southern boundary east.

Commission Member Allen remarked that stretching District 3's southern boundary so far east
gives the impression that the residents who live near Greenfield Road are members of the
Dobson Ranch Community.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo commented that the areas are so distinctly different
that the thought of combining them gives her “heartburn.” She said there is a difference in
having neighborhood numbers work out on paper versus changing the character of the
neighborhood. She added that she was extremely uncomfortable with stretching the southern
boundary that far to the east.

Chairman Higginson stated that the new option needed to be put out to the public. He said that
the Commission will also be hearing concerns regarding the possibility of moving District 3 up
into District 1.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo outlined her concerns in regards to stretching the
southern boundary which included the fact that there are character differences in the
neighborhoods on the southern border; the level of organization in the neighborhoods; the
citizens in those neighborhoods may not attend a public hearing; and the fact that the public
hearings are being held in the summer.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo stated that she wanted to make sure that she voiced
concerns on behalf of the residents in District 2 that may not normally come to the table like they
do in Districts 3 and District 1.
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Responding to the statements made by Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo, Chairman
Higginson advised that the Commission must also listen to the residents who are organized and
do come to the hearings. He said the Commission is not saying the neighborhoods that are not
organized or not attending the hearings will not be heard. He noted that the Commission will
listen to all resident opinions equally.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo stated that she would continue to voice her concerns
as the differences that have been discussed this evening are more distinct than in previous
meetings. She added that she did not think that anyone would be happy in having their
neighborhood divided in terms of the character.

Chairman Higginson noted that there are also differences in the Lehi and Dobson Ranch areas.
He said both viewpoints have merit and should be presented to the public for discussion.

Mr. Johnson highlighted boundary adjustments that were made using Plan D for the creation of
Plan E (See Page 6 of Attachment 1) as follows: District 4 was moved out to Val Vista Dr;
District 2 was moved up to Adobe Road; District 1 uses Adobe Road as the southeastern
border; most of Evergreen was moved from District 1 into District 2. He noted that retrogression
was not impacted with the section of Evergreen that was moved.

Further discussion ensued regarding the population of Districts and where changes could be
made that would have the least amount of impact on neighborhoods, including the Evergreen
community.

Mr. Johnson displayed the overall view of what will be Plan F.

Discussion ensued regarding how many options or Plans should be presented to the Council
and the public. The Commission agreed that Plan D did not meet the retrogression
requirements and is therefore off the table. It was also found that Plan C was similar to Plan E
and therefore, Plan C was retired.

Chairman Higginson stated that the Commission concurs that Plans A, B, E and F will be
presented to the Council and the public.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo stated the opinion that it may be best to present 4
maps to the public so that residents can weigh different concepts. She added that she hopes
residents will submit plenty of suggestions.

Responding to Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo’s concerns, Chairman Higginson
stated that it is best to include larger portions in the plans so that there is at least a community
that will be represented and obtain attention from a Councilmember.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo concurred with Chairman Higginson that if a Plan F is
to be presented it should be an “extreme Plan F” in order to generate public feedback.

Mr. Johnson used the Mapping Tool to create a more extreme Plan F, which now has a total
deviation of 3.2%.
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Commission Member Aposhian commented that at the last meeting it had been decided that
there would only be three maps presented to the Council and public.

Chairman Higginson responded that due to the issues that have been raised there will now be
four maps presented.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo stated that she feels comfortable with sending Plans
A, B, E, F forward. She said these plans represent a variety and each has a distinction that will
invoke good public comments.

Discussion ensued regarding the growth that will occur in Districts 5 and 6 and whether or not
the population in those districts should be under deviated to allow for the growth.

Mr. Johnson advised that the Commission will be meeting again after the public hearings to
make a final decision on one map and at that time additional fine tuning can occur.

Take action on approving draft redistricting plans to forward to City Council for review in Study

Session and to submit for Public Review.

Chairman Higginson advised that the Commission concurs that Plans, A, B, E, and F, will be
randomly renamed A, B, C and D.

It was moved by Chairman Higginson, seconded by Commission Member Allen, that Plans A, B,
E, and F will be randomly renamed A,B,C and D and forwarded for Council review on July 7,
2011 and also to the public.

Carried unanimously.

Discuss and make recommendations on strategies and approaches dealing with upcoming

redistricting public meetings and Council Study Session presentation.

Discussion ensued regarding how the Plans should be presented at the Council meeting.

Chairman Higginson said that he intends to be present for the Council meeting and encourages
other members of the Commission to attend the Council meeting as well.

Mr. Johnson requested that the Commission members speak after he makes his presentation
and address any questions from the Council as to why specific plans were selected.

Chairman Higginson advised that he would make a short opening statement before the
presentation and that any Commission members that wish to speak may do so. He also said he
would make an introductory statement at the public meetings as well. He added that there may
be residents that come to the public hearings that will no longer be a part of particular Districts.

Mr. Johnson stated that for the public meetings the individual Councilmembers for the specific
District may be present and may wish to join Chairman Higginson in an introductory statement.
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Executive Management Assistant to the City Manager, Carla Wagner, advised that the schedule
for the Public Meetings was previously provided to the Commission members. She inquired as
to which Commission members will be present at the public meetings and said that all

Chairman Higginson directed that each one of the Commission members email Ms. Wagner and
inform her which public meetings they plan on attending. He requested that Ms. Wagner notify
him if there are any meetings at which a Commission member will not be in attendance.

Ms. Wagner stated that she will email the calendar with the dates and locations of the public

Redistricting Commission Meeting (Final Selection) — Thursday, September 8, 2011
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Commission members are welcome to attend.

meetings to each of the Commission members.
7. Scheduling of meetings and general information.

Redistricting Commission Meeting — Thursday, August, 25, 2011 (tentative)
8. Items from citizens present.

Mark Freeman, President of the Lehi Community Association, apologized for not having a
member of the Lehi Community present to participate in previous meetings. He advised that the
Lehi area is the oldest historical community in Mesa and expressed his concern regarding some
of the redistricting suggestions that would cut through the community. He said that the Lehi
Community works diligently with their Councilmember and would like to continue that
relationship. In addition, he said that the Dobson Ranch and Lehi neighborhoods have very
different agendas and that Councilmember Kavanaugh would have his hands full listening to all
of Lehi’s concerns as well as Dobson Ranch’s concerns.

Mr. Freeman advised that the Lehi Community was established in 1878, was incorporated into
Mesa in 1970 and in 2002 the Lehi sub-area plan was established. He said that there is a
geographical boundary map available that may assist the Commission in their decision. He
requested that the Commission keep in mind that Lehi is a community that does not want to be
divided.

Ms. Wagner advised that a map was provided to the Commission members that depicts the Lehi
neighborhood.

Kevin Rogers, Boardmember of Lehi Community Association, stated that the Lehi Community is
a long standing rural neighborhood. He said that the Association is requesting that the
Commission do what they can to not split the neighborhood. He thanked the Commission and
staff for their efforts on this project.

Chairman Higginson thanked Mr. Freeman and Mr. Rogers for their comments.
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9. Adjournment.

Without objection, the Council Redistricting Commission adjourned at 7:15 p.m.

| hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Council
Redistricting Commission of the City of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 30" day of June, 2011. | further
certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

LINDA CROCKER, CITY CLERK
bdw
(attachments 1)



Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 1 of 10

1102 ‘9z Aep ‘uoneiodio) soiydeibowsQ [euoien |

S)20|g SNSUd ) JUIPISAY-Juaquindou| puy
uoijeinap uonjejndod snsuadn L0
sjoulsig L00Z esoN



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 1 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011

Attachment 1
Page 2 of 10

speoy Jolepy
IIPI0q G /T ISI(J SAW0I3q JI(J BISIA [EA = s st %
9 1OLI1ST Q ur HHO,DN?QOQ $I$S2IPPE JUIGUINOUI m
7 NJEY UOISIAIPANG [EqI,
$s90%9 91 jo 1sowr dn syoid z 1omsy] = s1ang
BTV PFLWPULT
¥ HISI(] Y10 JHewpuY] -
jo oprs yuou punore sdeim ¢ OIS = W oe -
SI9AE] AeJA
uonemdog a3y Sunop uoznm)

Jo ‘vonendo g a3y 3unop ‘uonemndog
[e10], 49 $ ur uoIssa1301191 ON]


afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 2 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011

Attachment 1
Page 3 of 10

...... soury g ueld ——
I9PIOq G /T ISI(J SSW0I9q J(J BISIA [eA = g B e
SIOEISIP 100Z 3yvuf
@ HUEW..—Q AH— HHO..H—N?QOQ $ISSAAPPE JUGUINDUY u*
$s90%0 o1 Jo 1sowr dn syord z oS = wosppg peL ]
’ d K §39918
¥ HUSmﬁQ vIIY yJeWpuUE| m@
d 20 o ylewpue| -«
JO 9pr1s 1som punoJe sdeim ¢ OS] = awi]
uonemndoJ 93y 3unop uaznm) o e .

10 ‘vonemndo g 93y dunop ‘uonemndog
[e10],AqQ { UT UOISS2ISOMPI ON]
:s910U Areunung

lub Dt

ounery

3
29


afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 3 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011

Attachment 1
Page 4 of 10

[0z "oz Se “uonmodio?) sagdufowag) puonvn |

I9pI0q G /T 1ST(J SIWO009q J(J BISIA [EA = M«Mw_m@_«z —
i 3 DEISIP 100 HL
9 1ounsi(q ut uonemndod S ag—_»
R B T vomsiapqng requr, ||
$S90Xo o1 dn SPIAIp G pUE 7 SIOLNIS(] = s10omg
o yiewpue| -+
¥ HISIJ Sueg [
JO'9pis yuou punote sdeim ¢ OS] = s3ohe] depy
uonemdo g 98y Sunop usznm)

10 ‘uvonemndod 93y Sunop ‘wonemdog
[e10],AqQ ¢ UT UOISSaI3012I ON] =
:s910U Arewutung


afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 4 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011

Attachment 1
Page 5 of 10

LH0E 9T

J9pI0q G /T ISI(J SAWO0I3q I(J BISTA [EA ™

saury d vEld —
9 10msi(] w uonemndod sproy sofepy
SPISIP 100T 3,18
$$90X9 a1 Jo 3sowr dn sxjoid z omsygy = sossaappr woquindul K.
] 10sI(J punoJe uorsiapqng [equ, [ |
. . $1991g
10U ‘Yuiou soaow A[uo sdeim ¢ 10msiy = oo payru [
[ooypg Lxepuodag [
QOmH.w?QOnM [ooydg Lrvwowary ||
a3y Sunoy pue uonemndo [e10], £q Yo =" -
> i a veid
SRWYOUIq UOI$saI1301191 JO WOYS A[YSTs s3akey dew

ST Hﬁﬁ “1saM 9AOW 10U w@O@ ¥ 310IS1(J |

lub Dr

:sa10u Areunung

S Countrs


afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 5 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 6 of 10

110 ‘€z 2un[ ‘wonerodio) somydeiowa g [euoneN |

A=
O Ueld Jynr
speoy Jolepy
SISSIIPPE JUqWINOUL AL
v "UODEIAIP UI vorstapqng [eqiiy, ||
$9s30UI [[ews Juisn jjo paxenbs sadpa S

P put ‘s19pIoq ¢ 2@ [ ISK S,g P[] osn 10 YrewpuE]
O] SUOISTA9J 9pEW pUE ) UE[J WO} pAaielg q uveld D

szohe] depy
H Ue[g ESON

*D) Ul woiy sadueyd [[ews
pue 23] 1y3y3ry s3I poy

D) Ue[d 31edIpUIl SIUI] UMOIq payseq

ord o



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 6 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 7 of 10

[ 1102 ‘gz 2un[“voneiodioy soydesfowna(y rpuoneN |

VOnEIASE W
$9sE3OUT [rews Sursn jjo parenbs sogpo

WP put ‘s39p3oq ¢ 2@ [ ISI( S,d UE[ s
0} SUOISIAI JpEW pUE ) UE[J WOIJ PI3IeIS

H Ue[d eSO

speoy Jolely
SIISIP 100C m_.."“““m

$9$SOIPpE JUaqUINOUT M

vorsialpqng equL, | |
$1991G

uIoJ JjJewpue]  +

aueg [_]
s3ohef depy

K] OPTRS oy o



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 7 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 8 of 10

=
A

.—*—i,_ FREH L PR
I |
—— e — S 2,

“,

— I//yrluwr
-

B o

Hnn PR

-------

1

*

862'9SY {o0Ig Snsua)

uvonegmdod oN v ‘ g
%0001 3 %05 [
%0'SL OV %059 | |
%0'59 9 94005 ||
%005 9 %06 ||
%0°5€ 0 %40'5Z [
%052 0 %00 [l

oruedsrH Y, +81
speoy Jofe]y

SIOESIP [00T 2 s

$9SS2IPPE JUqUINOUL MK
uorsiarpqng requy, ||
BOIY YILWpUE] MVYWJ
o yJewpue] -+
Jo01g snsua)) j
sxohey depy

11

e
HEFH e

jyoorg snsud)) Aq
uonendoJ 23y SunoAp jo
33e1u2039g oruedsIpy snsua) (10T



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 8 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 9 of 10

PPO “wflvf
%0001 0 %0'sL [
%0°SL 9 %069 | |
%0'59 03 %4005 ||
%005 03 %05 ||
9%0°5¢ 9 %05z [l
%0'SZ 0 %00 [
10d deaoy 3s

speoy Jolepy
SPBSIP 1002 Fyu015

$9SSOIPpPE JuaquUNOUT MK
uorsiarpqng equy, ||
eIy yIPwpUET
W0 JBWpUE]  +
319 Aq diB yiq esour | |
szofer depy

dnoig yoopg snsuan Aq
uonemdog 28y Sunop
uaZNI) JO 93e1ud019J Sruedsipy



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 9 of 10


Redistricting Commission

June 30, 2011
Attachment 1

Page 10 of 10

" QY NNYIWY3D

a¥ SOJad

@Y 41314 SWYITIIM

ay AVY

QY YINYVM

dy 101713

ay 3dNvavno

Q¥ 3NIT3sve
AMYS NOLLLLS¥3dNS 09 *

JAV N¥3IHLNOS

ay AVMQvOud

1S NIV
¥d ALISYIAINN

"93(40 YoeaanQo pooy4oqubieN syl Aq TT0Z ‘9 Aenuer uo pajepdn dei

‘YNOZIYV ‘VSAW 40 ALID TT0Z '886T LHOIMAMOD ‘Bupiim uj esai Jo A

3y Aq pazidoyine Jou Jauueus Aue u) paanquasip 8q 03 J0u S| pue eS| Jo Al ayj Jo Aadoad ayj S|
paplAcid ejep 8yl ‘UjaJay UO[RULIOJU| By} JO 35N ay) wody Bupnsas Ajjqe)| Aue sawnsse Jou
papiAocid ejep ayj JO Adeindoe ayy Bujuladuod Swiepd ou Sayew esap Jo A1 syl

'00£5-bb9 (08%) 3@ 82O yoessnQ pooyLoqybiaN syl 19.3uod ‘uojjew.iou|
aJow Jo4 'sdnoib pooyloqubiau s,esaj UM 33e3junwiwod 03 A3)jiqe Jno spuedxa

\ §5920.d uopje.s3s|6a. 3y 'SUOIIRII0SSE SIUMOAWOY |ewJo) pue suojjeziuebio pooysoqybiau

Bupsixa se ||am se ‘padojanap AMau Ja3s16a4 ap 'sajiw aJenbs |eiaAas 0) %20|q 3)buis e
woJy 3z1s ul abue. jeyy spooyloqybiaN pa4eis|bay aAiRdR pEE Sey Ajjualind esaj JO AD ayL

ad NMOud

i

\ﬁ

QY SdITIDIOW

ay T1IMOADW

ay SYIWOHL

dd NVIATYAW

1
1 -
e e

Qd 311N8 TVNDIS
Qd NOWSTYD
QY HLIOMST113

Y SaIMVH

: Q4 NVWVSSOS

&
3
o
(W)

Qd A31D

o

(

S
5z

()
o)
m
m
=2
|
—
m
=
@)
~
O

dd VISIA VA

QY AVSANI

ay Ly3g11o

dad AF1dviS

dad VSIW
da 9N AYLNNOD
ay TOOHIS YW1V
ay NOSg0d
AMYd VIWId 10T


afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
June 30, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 10 of 10


	COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
	MINUTES



